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DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 

Office  of  Special  Education  and 
Rehabilitative  Services 

Notice  of  Rnal  Priorities  for  Certain 
New  Direct  Grant  Awards  for  FY  1992 
and  1993  and  Notice  Inviting 
Applications  for  New  Awards  Under 
Direct  Grant  Programs  for  FY  1992 

agency:  Department  of  Education. 

action:  Notice  of  final  priorities  for 
certain  new  direct  grant  awards. 

summary:  The  Secretary  announces 
final  priorities  for  fiscal  years  1992  and 
1993  for  the  following: 

Early  Education  Program  for  Children  with 
Disabilities,  84.024 

Services  for  Children  with  Deaf-Blindness, 
84.025 

Educational  Media  Research,  Production, 
Distribution,  and  Training  Program,  84.026 
Postsecondary  Education  Programs  for 
Individuals  with  Disabilities,  84.078 
Programs  for  Children  with  Severe 
Disabilities,  84i)86 

Secondary  Education  and  Transitional 
Services  for  Youth  with  Disabilities 
Program,  84.158 

These  six  programs  are  administered 
by  the  Office  of  Special  Education 
Programs.  To  ensure  wide  and  effective 
use  of  program  funds,  the  Secretary 
proposes  to  select  fiom  among  these 
program  priorities  in  order  to  fund  the 
areas  of  greatest  need  for  fiscal  years 
1992  and  1993.  A  septurate  competition 
will  be  established  for  each  priority  that 
is  selected. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  These  priorities  take 
effect  either  45  days  after  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  or  later  if  the 
Congress  takes  certain  adjoiumments.  If 
you  want  to  know  the  effective  date  of 
these  priorities,  call  or  write  the 
Department  of  Education  contact 
person. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Joseph  Clair,  Division  of  Educational 
Services,  Office  of  Special  Education 
Programs,  U.S.  Department  of  Education, 
room  4620-2644,  Washington,  DC  20202. 
Telephone:  (202)  732-4503;  TDD  (202) 
732-1169. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

October  15, 1991  the  Secretary  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (56  FR  51766)  a 
notice  of  proposed  priorities,  for  fiscal 
years  1992  and  1993,  for  certain  program 
competitions  administered  by  the  Office 
of  Special  Education  Programs. 

These  programs  support  AMERICA 
2000,  the  President’s  strategy  for  moving 
the  Nation  toward  the  National 
Educational  Goals,  by  assisting  those 
Mrith  disabilities  through  improved 


services  and  better  trained  service 
providers. 

Note:  This  notice  of  final  priorities  does  not 
solicit  applications.  Notices  inviting 
applications  under  these  competitions  are 
published  in  a  separate  notice  in  this  issue  of 
the  Federal  Register. 

Throughout  this  notice  “state  of  the  art** 
means  employing  the  most  recent  validated 
methods. 

Note:  Under  the  heading  “dissemination**  in 
this  notice  reference  is  made  to  20  U.S.C. 
140g(g).  20  U.S.C  1409(g)  contains  the 
following  requirements: 

The  Secretary  shall,  where 
appropriate,  require  recipients  of  all 
grants,  contracts,  and  cooperative 
agreements  under  parts  C  through  G  of 
the  Individuals  with  Disabilities 
Education  Act  to  prepare  reports 
describing  their  procedures,  findings, 
and  other  relevant  information  in  a  form 
that  will  maximize  the  dissemination 
and  use  of  such  procedures,  findings, 
and  information.  The  Secretary  shall 
require  their  delivery,  as  appropriate,  to 
the  Regional  and  Federal  Resource 
Centers,  the  Clearinghouses,  and  the 
Technical  Assistance  to  Parents 
Programs  (TAPP)  assisted  under  parts  C 
and  D,  as  well  as  the  National  Diffusion 
Network,  the  ERIC  Clearinghouse  on  the 
Handicapped  and  Gifted,  and  the  Child 
and  Adolescent  Service  Systems 
Program  (CASSP)  under  the  National 
Institute  of  Mental  Health,  appropriate 
parent  and  professional  organizations, 
organizations  representing  individuals 
with  disabilities,  and  such  other 
networks  as  the  Secretary  may 
determine  to  be  appropriate. 

Analysis  of  Comments  and  Changes 

In  response  to  the  Secretary*s 
invitation  in  the  notice  of  proposed 
priorities,  25  parties  submitted 
comments.  An  analysis  of  the  comments 
and  of  the  changes  in  the  priorities  since 
publication  of  the  notice  of  proposed 
priorities  follows.  Please  note  that  this 
section  addresses  only  those  proposed 
priorities  on  which  comments  were 
received.  Technical  and  other  minor 
changes — end  suggested  changes  the 
Secretary  is  not  legally  authorized  to 
make  under  the  applicable  statutory 
authority' — are  not  addressed. 

Early  Education  Program  for  Children 
with  Disabilities 

Comment:  One  commenter  suggested 
that  another  priority  should  be 
developed  to  support  statewide  systems 
change  projects.  The  commenter  also 
recommended  that  the  priorities  address 
“improved  outreach  to  low-income, 
minority,  rural  and  other  underserved 
populations,  and  statewide  systems  for 
identification,  tracking  and  referral  for 


categories  of  children  who  are  at  risk  of 
having  developmental  delays.** 

Discussion:  Regarding  improved 
outreach  to  low-income,  minority,  rural 
and  other  underserved  populations, 
three  of  the  proposed  priorities  address 
underserved  populations.  The  Secretary 
anticipates  announcing  a  priority  in  FY 
1993  for  statewide  systems  for 
identification,  training,  and  referral  of 
children  at  risk  of  having  developmental 
delays. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment:  One  commenter  expressed 
concern  that  while  all  proposed 
priorities  under  the  Early  Education 
Program  for  Children  with  Disabilities 
(EEPCD)  emphasize  programming  in  the 
least  restrictive  environment  they 
should  more  specifically  address  the 
integration  of  young  children  with 
disabilities  into  typical  community 
settings  such  as  preschools  and  day 
care.  Another  commenter  suggested  that 
language  be  added  to  each  of  the 
priorities  to  require  that  projects  include 
an  emphasis  on  natural  environments. 
This  commenter  also  recommended 
deleting  the  term  “appropriate**  from  the 
priority  language  or  including  the 
language  fi'om  the  House  Report  on 
Public  Law  102-119  to  clarify  the 
meaning  of  this  term. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  believes 
that  the  language  in  the  relevant  EEPCD 
priorities  siifficiently  emphasizes  the 
provision  of  services  in  typical 
environments.  Priority  1  (l^rly 
Childhood  Model  Demonstration 
Projects)  discusses  the  provision  of 
services  in  the  types  of  settings  in  which 
young  children  without  disabilities 
would  participate.  Priority  2  (Outreach 
Projects)  references  integrated 
educational  settings  while  establishing 
the  base  requirement  that  the  models 
disseminated  must  meet  the  least 
restrictive  environment  and  natural 
environment  provisions  of  parts  B  and 
H,  respectively.  For  the  other  three 
priorities,  the  issue  is  not  germeme  since 
projects  are  not  supported  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  services  or 
developing  service  models.  The 
Secretary  also  believes  that  the  term 
“appropriate’'  should  be  retained  in  the 
language  df  priorities  1  and  2  as  it  is 
consistent  with  part  Bund  part  H  of  the 
Individuals  with  Disabilities  Education 
Act  (IDEA). 

Changes:  None. 

Priority  1 — Early  Childhood  Model 
Demonstration  Projects 

Comment:  One  commenter 
recommended  the  use  of  invitational 
I^iorities  rather  than  competitive 
preference  because  reviewers  may  not 
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be  consistent  in  awarding  ‘‘bonus 
points”  to  applications  that  address  the 
areas  in  which  competitive  preference 
will  be  given. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  believes 
that  the  use  of  a  competitive  preference 
is  necessary  to  increase  the  number  of 
models  available  for  (1)  groups  of 
infants,  toddlers,  or  young  children  with 
disabilities  and  their  families  from 
cultural,  linguistic,  or  racial  minority 
groups,  including  Native  Americans;  and 
(2)  children  with  disabilities  (ages  three 
through  five)  who  were  prenatally 
exposed  to  drugs  or  alcohol  and  are 
enrolled  in  preschool  programs.  The 
Secretary  has  no  reason  to  believe  that 
reviewers  will  inconsistently  award 
additional  points  to  applicants 
addressing  these  groups. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment  One  commenter  suggested 
that  language  be  added  to  the  priority  to 
clarify  Uiat  the  $3,000  to  be  budgeted  in 
year  three  of  the  projects  (for 
reimbursing  on-site  reviewers  for 
expenses)  is  in  addition  to  funds 
required  for  program  management. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  does  not 
believe  any  clarifying  language  is 
needed.  The  language  in  the  priority 
makes  clear  that  applicants  should 
develop  their  year  tlu«e  budgets  by 
incorporating  approximately  $3,000  for 
review  costs.  Since  this  project 
budgeting  requirement  is  established  in 
the  priority,  the  Secretary  will  expect 
that  the  year  three  budgets  of  the 
projects  will  reflect  that  additional  cost. 
Changes:  None. 

Comment  One  commenter  suggested 
that  language  be  added  to  the 
competitive  preference  section  of 
priority  1  (Early  Childhood  Model 
Demonstration  Projects)  emphasizing 
that  projects  addressing  the  competitive 
preference  will,  to  the  extent 
appropriate,  provide  services  to  children 
in  the  types  of  settings  in  which  young 
children  without  disabilities  would 
participate. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  agrees  with 
this  comment.  Although  there  is  already 
language  to  this  effect  in  the  priority,  it 
is  appropriate  to  repeat  the  language  in 
the  competitive  preference  section. 

Changes:  Language  has  been  added  to 
the  competitive  preference  section  of  the 
priority  emphasizing  that  projects 
addressing  the  competitive  preference 
will,  to  the  extent  appropriate,  provide 
services  to  children  in  the  types  of 
settings  in  which  young  chil^en  without 
disabUities  would  participate. 

Priority  3— Experimental  Projects 

Comment  One  commenter 
recommended  peuticular  funding  levels 
for  these  projects. 


Discussion:  In  aimouncing  proposed 
priorities,  the  Secretary  does  not 
establish  funding  levels  for  the  projects. 
Information  about  funding  levels  will  be 
provided  when  the  Secretary  invites 
applications  for  speciffc  competitions. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment  One  commenter 
recommended  that  language  be  added  to 
the  priority  to  clarify  that  emerging  or 
innovative  interventions  may  be 
included  in  research  comparing  the 
effects  and  costs  of  alternative  models. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  does  not 
believe  that  any  clarifying  language  is 
needed.  The  language  in  die  priority 
requires  research  on  alternative 
interventions.  That  language  does  not 
exclude  emerging  or  innovative 
interventions. 

Changes:  None. 

Priority  4 — Training  of  Early 
Intervention  Service  Providers  Through 
Training  of  Faculty  From  Institutions  of 
Higher  Education 

Comment  One  commenter 
recommended  that  the  training  provided 
by  faculty  members  lead  to 
credentialling  that  qualifies  individuals 
for  entry  level  positions.  The  commenter 
also  recommended  that  the  projects  be 
required  to  coordinate  their  activities 
with  the  lead  agency  for  the  part  H 
program  in  each  State. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  agrees  with 
these  comments.  In  addition  to 
upgrading  skills  and  knowledge,  the 
training  provided  by  faculty  members 
should  lead  to  licensure,  degree,  or 
credentialling  for  the  trainees. 
Coordination  with  the  lead  agency  for 
part  H  in  each  of  the  States  is  a  highly 
desirable  activity  for  the  projects  as 
they  plan  and  implement  their  training. 

Changes:  Language  has  been  added  to 
the  priority  requiring  projects  to  arrange 
for  die  granting  of  credit  (toward  degree, 
licensure  or  credentialling)  to  trainees 
receiving  training  fi'om  faculty  members. 
The  Secretary  has  also  added  language 
requiring  projects  to  coordinate  their 
activities  with  the  lead  agency  for  part 
H  in  each  State. 

Comment  One  commenter  expressed 
concern  that  faculty  members  at 
institutions  of  higher  education  would 
be  inappropriately  limited  to  the 
instructional  strategies  and  content  that 
are  available  finm  the  single  project 
funded  within  their  region.  This 
commenter  recommended  that  four 
awards  be  made  but  that  each  project 
be  matched  with  groups  of  States  that 
are  cohesive  conceptually  and 
philosophically.  To  effect  this  approach, 
one  of  &e  four  projects,  or  an 
independent  entity,  could  perform  a 
brokerage  function  so  that  States  could 


have  access  to  any  one  of  the  four 
projects. 

Discussion:  Although  there  is  some 
merit  to  the  commenter’s  suggestions, 
the  Secretary  believes  that  the 
advantages  of  the  regional  approach  to 
training  outweigh  the  potential 
advantages  of  the  commenter’s 
approach.  For  example,  the  regional 
approach  to  training  is  most  likely  to 
aqcomplish  the  important  goal  of 
offering  training  nationwide.  Further, 
through  defining  the  geographic 
responsibilities  of  each  project  in  the 
priority,  an  applicant  can  complete 
several  planning  steps  (securing  faculty 
member  information,  determining 
faculty  needs  and  preferences)  prior  to 
submitting  an  application.  Finally,  the 
language  of  the  priority  requires  the 
projects  to  be  s^ciently  flexible  to 
accommodate  a  variety  of  perspectives 
and  preferences.  Unlike  the  commenter, 
the  ^cretary  would  not  expect  there  to 
be  conceptual  or  philosophical 
cohesiveness  among  groups  of  States. 
More  importantly,  however,  the 
Secretary  would  not  expect  that 
cohesiveness  across  groups  of 
institutions  of  higher  education,  units 
within  those  institutions,  or  individual 
faculty  members.  If,  for  example, 
individual  faculty  members  were  given 
an  opportunity  to  select  one  of  four 
projects  fiom  which  to  receive  training, 
meeting  the  logistical  requirements 
alone  for  these  projects  would 
undoubtedly  be  insurmountable. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment  One  commenter  expressed 
concern  that  administrators  of  early 
intervention  programs  are  not  included 
with  faculty  members  of  institutions  of 
higher  education  to  receive  training. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  (and  the 
proposed  priority)  acknowledges  that 
many  professionals,  including 
administrators  of  early  intervention 
programs,  provide  training  to  service 
providers.  However,  expanding  the 
scope  of  these  projects  to  include  other 
professionals  will  unduly  strain  the 
resources  available  to  the  four  projects. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment  Two  commenters 
recommended  expanding  the  scope  of 
the  proposed  priority  to  include  training 
of  service  providers  both  before  and 
after  they  have  entered  the  field.  One 
commenter  also  recommended  that 
other  trainees  be  included  (in  addition 
to  faculty  members)  since  training  for 
personnel  ciirrently  in  the  field  is  more 
commonly  provided  by  professionals  not 
associated  with  institutions  of  higher 
education. 

Discussion:  As  proposed,  the  purpose 
of  the  priority  is  to  upgrade  the  skills 
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and  knowledge  of  service  providers 
through  training  faculty  members  in 
institutions  of  ^her  education.  The 
Secretary  beUeves  that  by  limiting  the 
goals  of  the  training  to  current  service 
providers  there  would  be  more 
immediate  impact  of  the  training,  and 
that  improvements  in  training 
prospective  providers  would  be  an 
accompanying  outcome  (although 
unstated  goal)  of  that  training.  The 
Secretary  also  believes  that  improved 
training  of  both  current  and  prospective 
service  providers  is  important  to 
achieve.  However,  the  Secretary 
believes  that  expanding  the  scope  of 
activities  to  include  training  of 
prospective  providers  would  be 
inappropriate  given  that  funding  is 
available  for  this  type  of  training  under 
the  Training  Personnel  for  the  Education 
of  Individuals  with  Disabilities  Program. 
The  Secretary  disagrees  with  the 
recommendation  to  expand  the  training 
beyond  faculty  at  institutions  of  higher 
education.  WMe  many  professionals 
are  involved  in  providing  training  to 
current  providers,  expanding  the  scope 
of  the  proposed  projects  wo^d  unduly 
strain  the  resources  that  will  be 
available  to  each  of  the  four  projects. 
Further,  the  Secretary  believes  that  most 
professionals  i^o  are  engaged  in 
training  current  providers  are,  in  fact, 
affiliated  with  institutions  of  higher 
education.  Most  of  the  training  grant 
awards  for  current  providers,  made  over 
the  past  several  years  under  this 
authority,  have  gone  to  institutions  of 
higher  education. 

Changes:  None. 

Priority  5— Early  Childhood  Research 
Institute — Service  Implementation  and 
Capacity  for  Providing  Early 
Intervention  Services 

Comment  One  commenter  requested 
clarification  of  the  priority  language, 

‘The  major  unit  of  analysis  for  the 
research  must  be  the  di^d  and  the 
child's  family  (and  the  services 
provided).”  Specifically,  the  commenter 
asked  whether  this  meant  that  the  key 
data  to  be  collected  are  the  nature,  kted, 
and  amount  of  services  to  be  provided 
or  that  the  key  data  are  childi^'s 
developmental  progress  following 
intervention. 

Discussion:  Hie  Secretary  believes 
that  no  farther  clarification  of  the 
priority  language  is  necessary.  The 
priority  language  states  that  samples  of 
children  and  families  are  to  be  selected 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  how  their 
characteristics  and  the  services  they 
receive  (or  do  not  receive)  are  affected 
by  the  State's  eligibility  policies, 
identification  instruments  and 
procedures,  funding  sources,  interagency 


agreements  at  the  State  and  local  levels, 
and  other  factors  described  in  the 
priority.  The  Secretary  does  not  believe 
that  any  language  in  ffie  priority 
suggests  that  cl^dren's  developmental 
progress  is  a  focus  for  the  research. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment  One  commenter  suggested 
that  the  priority  language  be  clarified 
regarding  the  relative  importance  of 
studying  within-State  variations  versus 
variations  across  States.  The  commenter 
also  requested  clarification  regarding 
the  number  of  States  that  should  be 
studied  by  the  institute. 

Discussion:  Unless  there  are  research 
findings  suggesting  otherwise,  the 
Secretary  believes  that  the  institute's 
initial  research  activities  should  give 
equal  emphasis  to  within-State 
variations  and  to  variations  across 
States,  and  should  be  guided  by  the 
institute's  conceptual  framework.  If 
preliminary  institute  findings  strongly 
suggest  that  the  goals  of  the  institute 
will  be  better  met  by  changing  this 
emphasis  in  year  two  or  year  three  of 
the  funding  period,  the  Secretary  would 
expect  the  institute  to  propose  a 
different  and  more  productive  course. 
For  example,  if  the  findings  from  the 
first  set  of  States  suggest  a  consistent 
application  of  eligibility  criteria  across 
and  by  local  service  providers 
(regardless  of  the  degree  of  detail  of  the 
States’  eligibility  policies,  for  example) 
then  the  institute  may  propose  to 
deemphasize  this  study  area  by 
proposing  a  limited  foUow-up  study  to 
determine  if  the  same  finding  obtains  in 
a  second  set  of  States.  Further,  the 
Secretary  believes  that  the  institute’s 
initial  findings  will  also  affect  the 
number  and  characteristics  of  the 
children  and  families  and  the  State  and 
local  service  programs  that  are  proposed 
for  study  in  subsequent  years  of  the 
institute’s  funding  period.  For  example, 
initial  research  ^dings  could  argue  for 
(1)  selecting  a  different  set  of  States  (or 
a  different  number  of  States),  or  (2) 
selecting  children,  families  and  service 
providers  on  a  different  basis,  in  year 
two  or  year  three  of  the  funding  period. 

Changes:  None. 

Services  for  Children  %vitii  Deaf- 
Blindness  Prog;ram 

Comment  One  commenter 
recommended  substituting  the  word 
"inclusive”  in  the  place  of  “integrated” 
where  it  appears  in  the  priorities  for  this 
program. 

Discussion:  "Integrated”  is  the  term 
used  in  the  authorizing  legislation  and 
program  regulations,  and  thus  is  used  in 
the  proposed  priorities.  Use  of  the  term, 
however,  is  not  intended  to  suggest 
limits  on  the  degree  to  vriiich  students 


with  disabilities  are  included  in 
particular  school  and  community 
environments. 

Changes:  None. 

Educational  Media  Research,  . 
Production,  Distribution,  and  Training 

Comment  One  commenter  requested 
that  local  governmental  access  and 
public  affairs  programming  be  added  as 
a  priority. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  recognizes 
that  local  governmental  access  and 
public  affairs  programming  such  as  local 
news  is  important  However,  analyses  of 
previous  grants  under  the  priority  for 
closed-captioned  local  news,  as  well  as 
concerns  expressed  by  consumers, 
suggest  the  need  for  improved  strategies 
to  ensme  quality  and  accuracy  in 
captioning.  Through  another  ^ding 
mechanism,  the  Secretary  is  supporting 
a  project  to  explore  the  range  of 
strategies  for  implementing  and 
supporting  captioned  local  news  while 
ensuring  the  quality  and  accuracy  of 
captioned  loc^  news.  The  Secretary 
does  not  intend  to  support  new  projects 
for  local  news  until  the  results  of  this 
activity  can  be  analyzed  and  used  in 
formulating  those  projects. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment  One  commenter  cited 
congressional  interest  that  the 
Department  develop  and  implement  a 
plan  to  support  over  a  several  year 
period,  the  placement  of  a  decc^er  in 
the  home  of  every  child  with  a  hearing 
impairment. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  is  aware  of 
congressional  interest  in  promoting 
greater  access  to  closed-captioned 
decoders.  The  Secretary  is  considering 
the  most  effective  mechanism  for 
increasing  awareness  of  and  access  to 
closed-captioned  technologies. 

Changes:  None. 

Priority  1 — Descriptive  Video 

Comment  One  commenter  believes 
that  described  videos  should  be  required 
to  be  distributed  with  the  support  of  the 
program  supplier  through  home  video 
suppliers  and  libraries.  The  commenter 
also  believes  that  support  for  descriptive 
video  should  not  in  any  way  diminish 
continued  Department  of  Education 
support  for  captioning. 

Discussion:  Hie  Secretary  recognizes 
that  traditional  distribution  systems  of 
home  video  suppliers  and  public 
libraries  may  ^  useful  in  serving  this 
population,  but  does  not  believe  that  the 
method  of  distribution  should  be 
specified  in  the  priority.  The  Secretary 
agrees  that  support  for  descriptive  video 
should  not  diminish  support  for  closed- 
captioned  television. 
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Changes:  None. 

Comment:  Two  commenters  indicated 
a  concern  that  the  current  technology  for 
national  broadcast  of  descriptive  video 
is  not  commercially  viable  at  this  time. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  agrees  that 
the  current'technology  for  national 
broadcast  of  descriptive  video  is  not 
commercially  viable  at  this  time.  The 
priority  as  proposed  acknowledges  this 
lack  of  commercial  viability,  and,  thus, 
covers  only  public  and  cable  networks 
and  movies. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment:  Two  commenters 
recommended  that  proposals  be  funded 
that  are  structured  to  include  support  for 
different  kinds  of  programming  such  as 
science  and  nature,  nonRclion  or 
cultural,  dramatic,  and  children's 
programs.  One  commenter  also 
indicated  the  importance  of  outreach 
efforts. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  recognizes 
the  importance  of  the  availability  of  a 
variety  of  video  described  programming. 
The  priority  as  written  does  not 
preclude  the  programming  types 
mentioned  by  the  commenters.  The 
Secretary  does  not  believe,  however, 
that  specific  types  of  programming 
should  be  included,  llie  Secretary  also 
recognizes  the  importance  of  outreach 
efforts.  The  priority  as  proposed 
requires  comprehensive  outreach. 

Changes:  None. 

Priority  2 — Closed-Captioned  Daytime 
Programming 

Comment'  One  commenter  strongly 
endorsed  the  continued  Federal  funding 
of  captioning  of  daytime  programming 
and  recommended  the  funding  of 
additional  daytime  drama  on  each  of  the 
three  networks. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  recognizes 
the  importance  of  captioning  for  daytime 
programming.  The  priority,  as  proposed, 
allows  for  the  captioning  of  additional 
daytime  programming  on  each  of  the 
three  networks  if  resources  permit 
However,  the  Secretary  encourages 
captioning  a  range  of  types  of  daytime 
programming  imder  this  priority. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment:  One  commenter  indicated  a 
concern  that  based  on  past  practice, 
none  of  the  networks  will  be  able  to 
extend  any  funds  for  daytime 
programming.  The  commenter  also 
indicated  that  the  definition  for  daytime 
programming  be  kept  as  broad  as 
possible  to  include  dramas, 
“infotainment”  programs,  game  shows, 
and  newly  created  news  programs. 

Discussion:  Hie  Secretary  recognizes 
the  lack  of  supplemental  private  sector 
support  for  daytime  programming  at  this 
time.  The  priority  as  proposed  may 


support  various  types  of  daytime 
national  programming,  and  is  not  limited 
to  daytime  drama. 

Changes:  The  Secretary  has  modified 
the  project  design  to  emphasize  diverse 
types  of  progTEunming. 

Comment  One  commenter  indicated  a 
concern  that  the  national  networks  lack 
sufficient  private  sector  sponsorship  for 
closed-captioning  in  daytime 
programming.  The  commenter  indicated 
that  daytime  drama  is  currently  being 
captioned  with  Federal  support,  and 
indicated  the  importance  of  maintaining 
long  term  funding  plans  for  captioned 
programs. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  recognizes 
the  lack  of  supplemental  private  sector 
support  for  daytime  programming  and 
agrees  that  programs  that  are  closed- 
captioned  should  continue  to  be 
captioned. 

Changes:  The  priority  has  been 
modified  to  clarify  the  intent  of 
continued  Government  support  for 
programs  currently  captioned. 

Priority  3 — Special  Research, 
Development,  and  Evaluation  Projects 

Comment  One  commenter  supported 
the  decision  to  fund  projects  in  the  three 
identified  categories.  The  commenter 
also  suggested  a  fourth  area  of 
investigation  to  investigate  enhanced 
captioning  system  technology  with 
respect  to  High  Definition  Television. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  recognizes 
the  importance  of  the  new  technology, 
especially  the  significance  of  High 
Definition  Television  on  captioning 
technology.  Through  a  separate 
mechanism  he  is  investigating  the 
impact  of  this  and  other  new 
technologies  on  persons  with  sensory 
impairments.  In  particular,  implications 
for  captioning  technology  will  be 
explored. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment  One  commenter  expressed 
concern  that  this  priority  did  not  include 
a  category  for  investigating  the  use  of 
captioned  television  as  an  educational 
tool  for  all  children,  not  only  those  who 
are  deaf  and  hard  of  hearing. 

Discussion:  TTie  Secretary  agrees  with 
the  importance  of  research  and 
development  on  the  potential  uses  of 
closed  captioning  as  an  educational  tool. 
However,  only  projects  that  explore 
uses  of  media  and  technology  for 
individuals  wifo  disabilities  can  be 
funded  imder  this  program.  These 
individuals  are  included  under  the 
priority. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment  Five  commenters  expressed 
support  for  a  fourth  category,  under 
priority  3,  for  “projects  foat  adapt  and 
test  the  efi'ectiveness  of  a  range  of 
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media  and  technologies,  including 
captioned  educational  television, 
adapted  computer  software,  and 
adapted  video  discs  (and  original  video 
discs]  for  improving  the  range  of 
educational  experiences,  options,  and 
environments  for  individuals  who  are 
deaf  or  hard  of  hearing.” 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  agrees  with 
the  importance  of  research  and 
development  in  the  area  of  multi-media 
technology  as  it  applies  to  educational 
needs  of  persons  who  are  deaf  and  hard 
of  hearing. 

Changes:  The  priority  has  been 
expanded  to  include  a  fourth  category 
that  is  responsive  to  the  comments  and 
also  includes  individuals  with  all 
disabilities  (including  those  who  are 
deaf  and  hard  of  hearing.) 

Postsecondary  Educatkm  Programs  for 
Individuals  with  Disabilities 

Priority  1 — Career  Placement 
Opportunities  for  Students  with 
Disabilities  in  Postsecondary  Programs 

Comment  One  commenter  indicated 
that  the  project  description  is  not  clear 
as  to  whether  the  population  to  be 
served  is  students  currently  enrolled  in 
the  specified  schools  who  need  job 
placement,  or  if  the  schools  will  be 
collaborating  widi  service  providers  to 
employ  persons  with  disabilities  on 
postsecondary  campuses. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  intends 
that  students  with  disabilities  currently 
enrolled  on  postsecondary  campuses 
who  need  job  placements  be  served,  and 
allows  applicants  to  propose  from 
among  a  variety  of  approaches. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment  One  commenter  suggested 
that  the  term  “placement  percentages” 
could  be  interpreted  as  quotas,  which 
may  be  a  controversiEil  and  distracting 
term,  and  is  therefore  unnecessary  to  be 
included  in  the  priority. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  intends 
that  applicants’  efforts  and  abilities  to 
place  students  with  disabilities  be 
increased  through  proposed  project 
activities.  Projects  engaged  in  those 
placements  may  report  current 
successes  in  a  variety  of  ways  including 
percentage  of  students  with  disabilities 
placed,  and  track  changes  in  placements 
for  students  with  disabilities,  resulting 
from  project  activities. 

Changes:  The  term  “placement 
percentages”  has  been  changed  to  “job 
placement”. 

Comment  One  commenter  requested 
a  clarification  of  the  term  “work 
experiences”  with  respect  to  the 
compensation  status  for  the  worker  wiUi 
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a  disability  (are  they  to  be  paid  or  are 
they  voluntary?). 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  allows 
applicants  to  propose,  from  among  a 
variety  of  methods  for  providing  work 
experiences,  paid,  voluntary,  or  a 
combination  of  approaches. 

Changes;  None. 

Children  with  Severe  Disabilities 
Program 

Comment:  One  commenter  indicated 
there  was  a  lack  of  specific  reference  to 
children  with  medically  fragile 
conditions  in  the  program  priorities  for 
the  Children  with  Severe  Disabilities 
Program. 

Discussion:  Projects  focusing  on 
children  with  medically  fragile 
conditions  are  not  precluded  under 
these  program  priorities  as  written. 
Delineating  specific  severely  disabling 
conditions  in  these  priorities  would  be 
unnecessarily  prescriptive. 

Changes:  None. 

Priority  1 — Outreach;  Serving  Students 
with  Severe  Disabilities  in  Integrated 
Environments 

Comment:  One  commenter  expressed 
concern  that  there  does  not  appear  to  be 
a  clear  transition  from  the  outreach 
priority  to  the  innovations  priority  that 
would  assist  schools  in  initiating  the 
development  of  inclusive  programs. 

Discussion:  The  intent  of  priorities  1 
and  2  is  different.  The  intent  of  priority  1 
is  to  increase  the  capacity  of  local 
school  districts  or  State  educational 
agencies  in  integrated  settings  and 
encourage  the  development  of 
demonstration  sites.  The  Secretary 
expects  that  the  outreach  priority  will 
facilitate  the  adoption  and 
implementation  of  validated  educational 
models  or  components  of  models  by 
encouraging  applicants  to  utilize  a 
variety  of  outreach  activities  including 
developing  inclusive  education 
demonstration  sites.  The  intent  of 
priority  2,  on  the  other  hand,  is  to  study 
strategies  for  educating  students  with 
disabilities  full  time  in  regular  classes. 

As  the  strategies  developed  in  these 
projects  are  validated,  they  may,  in 
futiire  years,  be  spread  through  priorities 
similar  to  priority  1. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment:  Two  commenters 
expressed  concern  that  the  Outreach 
priority  is  too  broad  in  scope  because  it 
encompasses  both  school  and 
community  integration  and 
recommended  diat  the  priority  be 
limited  to  address  only  school 
integration  so  as  to  encourage  similar 
study  designs  across  projects. 

Discussion:  The  intent  of  the  Outreach 
priority  is  to  facilitate  the  adaptation 


and  implementation  of  proven  models  in 
other  sites.  Because  these  projects  are 
not  studies,  there  is  no  reason  to  restrict 
their  scope. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment:  One  commenter  suggested 
that  while  priorities  1  and  2  should 
clearly  target  the  inclusion  of  students 
with  severe  disabilities,  it  should  be 
acknowledged  within  the  priority 
description  that  this  type  of  staff 
training  will,  at  least,  indirectly  affect 
students  with  milder  disabilities  as  well. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  agrees  that 
the  training  provided  under  these 
projects  could  benefit  other  groups  of 
students,  including  students  with  mild 
disabilities.  However,  this  potential 
secondary  benefit  should  not  affect  the 
designs  or  activities  of  the  projects. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment:  One  commenter 
recommended  that  because  of  increased 
interest  in  inclusive  programming  at 
least  six  proposals  be  funded  for  priority 
1  and  2. 

Discussion:  In  announcing  proposed 
priorities,  the  Secretary  does  not 
establish  funding  levels  for  the  projects. 
Information  about  funding  levels  will  be 
provided  when  the  Secretary  invites 
applications  for  specific  competitions. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment:  One  commenter  suggested 
that  this  priority  require  applicants  to 
focus  on  children  with  more  severe 
disabilities  but  to  operate  within  a 
model  that  serves  all  children  with 
special  needs  so  as  to  allow  a  more 
rational  planning  process. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  agrees  that 
in  many  settings  a  more  holistic 
planning  process  would  facilitate  more 
uniform  inclusion  of  students  with 
special  needs.  Certainly  the  projects 
funded  imder  this  priority  could  apply 
such  a  framework.  At  the  same  time, 
schools  may  differ  in  how  they  approach 
the  planning  process.  To  require  a 
particular  framework  seems  imduly 
restrictive. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment-  One  commenter  suggested 
that  the  term  “integration”  be  replaced 
with  the  word  "inclusion”  in  priorities  1 
and  3.  Another  commenter  expressed 
concern  that  priority  1  will  support 
projects  that  maintain  “traditional 
integration”  rather  than  more  inclusive 
education.  The  commenter 
recommended  the  wording  for  Priority  1 
be  examined  with  this  concern  in  mind. 

Discussion:  Review  of  these  priorities 
does  not  support  this  concern.  Priority  1 
requires  that  the  models  or  components 
of  models  be  based  on  current  research 
and  theory,  and  these  would  certainly 
include  the  concepts  of  inclusive 
education.  The  types  of  practices  listed 


as  examples  similarly  do  not  support 
this  concern.  “Integrated”  is  the  term 
used  in  the  authorizing  legislation  and 
program  regulations.  Its  use  in  these 
priorities  is  not  intended  to  suggest 
limits  on  the  degree  to  which  students 
with  disabilities  are  included  in 
particular  environments. 

Changes:  None. 

Priority  2— Developing  Innovations  for 
Educating  Children  with  Severe 
Disabilities  Full-Time  in  General 
Education  Classrooms 

Comment:  Two  commenters 
reconunended  that  priority  2  be 
expanded  to  support  research  projects 
at  the  middle  and  high  school  levels  in 
addition  to  the  elementary  school  level. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  agrees 
these  are  important  levels  and  will 
consider  this  area  for  a  program  priority 
in  the  future.  The  current  priority  2, 
however,  is  designed  to  support 
research  projects.  By  restricting  the 
priority  to  strategies  appropriate  for 
elementary  schools,  it  is  more  likely  that 
similar  strategies  will  be  tested  across 
projects  and  provide  a  better  base  for 
drawing  conclusions  about  those 
strategies. 

Changes:  None. 

Priority  3— Social  Relationships 
Research  Institute  for  Children  and 
Youth  with  Severe  Disabilities 

Comment:  One  commenter  asked  for 
clarification  in  the  wording  of  the 
purpose  statement  in  priority  3  as  it 
appears  to  be  missing  some  text. 

Discussion:  The  Secretary  agrees  that 
some  text  was  inadvertently  omitted 
from  the  purpose  statement  of  proposed 
priority  3. 

Changes:  The  priority  has  been 
modified  to  include  the  text  that  was 
inadvertently  omitted. 

Secondary  Education  and  Transitional 
Services  for  Youth  with  Disabilities 
Program 

Comment:  One  commenter  stressed 
the  importance  of  on-going  case 
management  and  transitional  services. 

Discussion:  While  the  provision  of 
case  management  and  transitional 
services  in  general  is  not  specifically 
addressed  in  these  priorities,  a  purpose 
of  the  State  Systems  for  Transition 
Services  for  Youth  with  Disabilities 
Program,  which  has  been  announced  as 
a  separate  competition,  is  to  increase 
the  availability,  access,  and  quality  of 
transition  services.  Funds  under  that 
program  are  to  be  used  to  improve  the 
capacity  for  case  management. 

Changes;  None. 
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Comment:  Two  commenters  indicated 
that  projected  funding  levels  for 
priorities  under  some  programs  are  too 
low  to  support  successful  projects. 

Discussion:  Project  funding  levels  are 
not  part  of  the  proposed  priority  and  are 
not  subject  to  comment  here. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment:  One  commenter 
recommended  reversing  the  order  of 
priorities  one  and  two  because  of  a 
belief  that  the  second  proposed  priority 
represents  a  more  important  approach  in 
terms  of  long-term  outcomes. 

Discussion:  The  order  in  which  the 
proposed  priorities  were  listed  is  not  a 
reflection  of  the  relative  importance 
attached  to  the  particular  priority  areas. 
The  specific  priorities  selected  in  any 
year  and  the  funding  level  for  particular 
priorities  is  dependent  upon  a  number  of 
factors,  and  will  be  announced  when  the 
Secretary  invites  applications  for 
specific  competitions. 

Changes;  None. 

Priority  2— Model  Demonstration 
Projects  to  Identify  and  Teach  Skills 
Necessary  for  Self-Determination 

Comment  One  commenter  supported 
the  purpose  and  intent  of  priority  2: 
Model  Demonstration  Projects  to 
Identify  and  Teach  Skills  Necessary  for 
Self-Determination  and  suggested  Aat 
these  skills  be  taught  in  fully  inclusive 
environments. 

Discussion:  The  priority  presently 
requires  that  the  proposed  project 
support  a  range  of  opportunities  both  in¬ 
school  and  out-of-school  that  could 
provide  experiences  leading  to  the 
development  of  skills  necessary  for  self- 
determination.  The  Secretary  agrees  that 
these  skills  are  best  taught  in  integrated, 
commimity  settings. 

Changes:  The  project  design  has  been 
changed  to  require  that  the  model 
incorporate  the  range  of  opportunities  or 
potential  opportunities  in-school  and 
out-of-school  in  integrated,  conununity 
settings  that  could  provide  these 
experiences  that  develop  self 
determination. 

Priority  3 — Research  Projects  on  the 
Transition  of  Special  Populations  to 
Integrated  Postsecondary  Environments 

Comment  One  commenter  suggested 
that  projects  focusing  on  students  with 
severe  intellectual  disabilities  be 
considered  under  priority  3:  Research 
Projects  on  the  Transition  of  Special 
Populations  to  Integrated  Postsecondary 
Environments. 

Discussion:  Although  an  overall  goal 
of  the  Secondary  Education  and 
Transitional  Services  for  Youth  with 
Disabilities  Program  is  to  support  efforts 
that  develop  more  effective  strategies 


for  cdl  students  who  present  a  greater 
challenge  to  the  system,  die  program  in 
the  past  has  supported  entire 
competitions  and  individual  projects 
within  competitions  focusing  on  youth 
with  severe  intellectual  disabilities. 

While  these  efforts  have  developed  a 
variety  of  strategies  for  this  population, 
there  are  only  a  few  isolated  strategies 
for  the  three  populations  identiffed  in 
the  priority.  There  are  even  few'er 
examples  that  consolidate  these 
strategies  into  successful  service 
delivery  models  for  these  population. 
However,  the  Secretary  will  consider 
future  priorities  that  focus  on  the 
development  of  additional  effective 
strategies  for  youth  with  severe 
intellectual  disabilities. 

Changes:  None. 

Comment  One  commenter  suggested 
that  under  priority  3:  Research  Projects 
on  the  Transition  of  Special  Populations 
to  Integrated  Postsecondary 
Environments  the  populations  to  be 
served  should  include  other  low 
incidence  and  underserved  populations. 
The  commenter  also  recommended  that 
collaboration  be  extended  to 
professionals  associated  with  the 
corrections  or  judicial  fields,  as  well  as 
mental  health  professionals. 

Discussion:  Due  to  the  limited  number 
of  available  strategies  for  the  identified 
populations,  tiie  Secretary  intends  to 
limit  this  priority  to  research  for  these 
specific  groups.  Applicants  are 
encouraged  to  form  consortia  or  multi¬ 
site  approaches  to  recruit  a  sufficient 
number  of  project  participants. 

However,  tiie  Secretary  maintains  that 
the  strategies  identiffed,  developed,  or 
tested  by  the  project  design  have 
speciffc  implications  for  at  least  one  of 
the  special  populations  named  in  this 
priority.  Since  the  priority  presently 
encourages  collaboration  with  “other 
providers  of  adult  services,”  projects  are 
encouraged  to  collaborate  with  all 
professionals  relevant  to  the  successful 
transition  of  project  participants. 

Changes:  None. 

Title  of  Program:  Early  Education 
Program  for  Children  with  Disabilities. 

CFDA  No.  84.024. 

Purpose:  To  provide  Federal  support 
for  a  variety  of  activities  designed  to 
address  the  special  problems  of  infants, 
toddlers,  and  preschool  aged  children 
with  disabilities,  cuid  to  assist  State  and 
local  entities  in  expanding  and 
improving  programs  and  services  for 
those  childiren  and  their  families. 
Activities  include  demonstration, 
outreach,  experimental,  research,  and 
training  projects,  and  research  institutes. 

Priorities:  In  accordance  with  the 
Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR)  in 


34  CFR  75.105(c)(3),  the  Secretary  will 
give  an  absolute  preference  under  this 
program  to  applications  that  respond  to 
the  following  priorities;  that  is,  the 
Secretary  will  select  for  funding  only 
those  applications  proposing  projects 
that  meet  these  priorities. 

Priority  1:  Early  Childhood  Model 
Demonstration  Projects 

This  priority  supports  projects  that 
develop,  implement,  evaluate,  and 
disseminate  new  or  improved 
approaches  for  serving  young  children 
with  disabilities  (infants,  toddlers,  and 
children  ages  birth  through  eight)  and 
their  families.  Under  this  priority,  to  the 
extent  appropriate,  projects  will  provide 
services  to  children  in  Ae  types  of 
settings  in  which  young  children  without 
disabilities  would  participate.  This  may 
include  models  developed  for  use  in 
homes  or  in  hospitals  (such  as  neonatal 
intensive  care  units). 

Project  Design:  Projects  supported 
under  this  priority  will  be  major 
contributors  of  models  and  components 
of  models  for  service  providers  in  the 
field  and  the  Outreach  projects  funded 
under  the  Early  Education  Program  for 
Children  with  Disabilities.  Therefore, 
projects  must  produce  models  that  have 
been  rigorously  evaluated  (1)  at  the 
original  model  development  site  with 
positive  results,  and  (2)  at  other  site 
locations  to  determine  whether  the 
model  can  be  adopted  by  other  sites  and 
yield  similar  positive  results.  As 
described  under  Period  of  Award 
(below),  projects  supported  under  this 
priority  will  be  reviewed  during  the 
third  year  of  their  project  period  to 
examine,  among  other  factors,  the 
degree  to  which  the  evaluation  ffndings 
at  the  original  site  are  promising,  and 
the  quality  of  the  evaluation  design 
proposed  to  test  the  model  at  other  sites 
during  years  four  and  five.  Should  the 
project  be  continued  after  year  three,  the 
project  must  have  secured  other  ffmding 
to  support  the  operation  of  the  model  at 
the  original  site  so  that  all  or  most  of  the 
grant  ^ds  during  years  four  and  five 
may  be  used  to  support  the  adoption 
and  evaluatimi  of  the  model  at  other 
sites. 

Projects  must  (1)  address  a  speciffc 
service  problem  or  issue;  (2)  address 
specific  components  or  procedures  of 
the  model  and  the  rationale,  based  on 
theory,  research,  or  evaluation,  for  those 
components  or  procedures;  and  (3) 
delineate  specific  types  of  young 
children  (i.e.,  by  age,  disability  or 
diagnosis,  level  of  functioning)  and  their 
families. 

The  Secretary  will  give  competitive 
preference  (by  awarding  up  to  10 
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additional  points)  to  projects  that 
provide  evidence  that  they  will  develop, 
implement,  evaluate,  and  disseminate 
appropriate  models  for  providing 
services  for  (1)  groups  of  infants, 
toddlers,  or  young  children  with 
disabilities  and  their  families  from 
cultural,  linguistic,  or  racial  minority 
groups,  including  Native  Americans;  or 
(2)  young  children  with  disabilities  (ages 
three  through  five)  who  were  prenatally 
exposed  to  drugs  or  alcohol  and  are 
enrolled  in  preschool  programs.  Projects 
addressing  the  competitive  preference 
must,  to  the  extent  appropriate,  provide 
services  to  children  in  the  types  of 
settings  in  which  young  children  vtdthout 
disabUities  would  participate. 

Evaluation:  Projects  must  use  an 
evaluation  design  that  measmes 
multiple,  functional  outcomes  for  the 
young  children  with  disabilities  and 
their  families  who  participate  in  the 
proposed  interventions. 

Period  of  Award:  The  Secretary  will 
approve  projects  with  a  project  period  of 
up  to  60  months  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  34  CFR  75.253(a)  for 
continuation  awards.  In  determining 
whether  to  continue  a  project  for  the  last 
two  years  of  the  project  period,  in 
addition  to  considering  factors  in  34  CFR 
75.253(a),  the  Secretary  also  will 
consider  the  recommendation  of  a 
review  team  consisting  of  three  experts 
selected  by  the  Secretary'.  The  services 
of  the  review  team,  including  a  two-day 
visit  to  the  project  are  to  be  performed 
during  the  project’s  third  year,  and  may 
be  included  in  that  year’s  annual 
evaluation  that  the  grantee  is  required  to 
perform  under  34  CFR  75.590.  Costs 
associated  with  the  services  to  be 
performed  by  the  three  review  team 
members  (estimated  to  be 
approximately  $3,000  total)  should  be 
incorporated  into  the  project’s  budget 
for  year  three.  In  developing  its 
recommendation  the  review  team  will 
consider,  among  other  factors,  the 
following: 

(a)  The  degree  to  which  the  project’s 
model  is,  or  will  be  by  the  end  of  year 
three,  designed  soundly,  replicable  by 
other  agencies,  and  providing  state-of- 
the-art  interventions  for  the  target 
population; 

(b)  The  extent  to  which  dissemination 
of  the  model  will  meet  a  significant  or 
unique  service  need  in  other  geographic 
locations; 

(c)  The  degree  to  which  the  project’s 
evaluation  initially  produced 
compelling,  quantifiable  evidence  of  the 
effectiveness  of  the  model  as 
implemented  at  the  original 
development  site; 

(d)  Documentation  that  funding  from 
sources  other  than  the  Early  Education 


Program  for  Children  with  Disabilities  is 
available  to  support  the  operation  of  the 
model  at  the  original  devMlopmental  site 
during  years  four  and  five; 

(e)  The  extent  to  which  the  project  has 
documented  other  agencies’  commitment 
to  adopt  the  model  and  participate  in  its 
evaluation  during  years  four  and  five  of 
the  project  period;  and 

(f)  ’The  extent  to  which  the  project  has 
sound  plans  for  aiding  in  replication  and 
for  evaluating  the  model  in  replication 
sites  diuing  years  four  and  five  of  the 
project  period. 

Dissemination:  Projects  must  prepare 
and  deliver  reports  as  described  at  20 
U.S.C.  1409(g). 

Priority  2:  Outreach  Projects 

'This  priority  supports  projects  that 
build  the  capacity  of  educational  and 
other  agencies  to  implement  proven 
infant,  toddler,  or  early  childhood 
models  (including  inservice  training  of 
personnel  models),  selected  components 
of  those  models,  or  other  exemplary 
practices.  At  this  time.  States  are 
striving  to  implement  the  early 
intervention  formula  grant  part  H 
program  for  infants  and  toddlers  and 
provide  improved  services  to  preschool 
children  with  disabilities.  As  they  enter 
new  or  expanded  service  areas.  State 
agencies  and  local  service  agencies 
need  to  be  made  aware  of  the  range  of 
available,  successful  practices, 
curricula,  and  products.  Once  States  and 
local  service  agencies  select  one  or  more 
proven  models  for  adoption,  there  is  a 
need  for  staff  training  and  technical 
assistance  to  install  those  models  as 
services  are  developed  and  expanded. 
The  purpose  of  the  outreach  program  is 
to  support  projects  that  will  assist 
States,  local  education  agencies,  and 
local  service  agency  personnel  to  adopt 
proven  models,  components  of  models, 
or  other  exemplary  practices  that  will 
improve  early  intervention  or  special 
education  and  related  services  to 
children  with  disabilities  (birth  through 
eight  years  of  age). 

Project  Design:  Projects  must: 

(a)  Coordinate  their  dissemination 
and  replication  activities  with  the  lead 
agency  for  part  H  of  the  IDEA  for  early 
intervention  services  or  the  State 
educational  agency  for  special 
education  and  related  services  for 
preschool  services;  and 

(b)  Disseminate  and  assist  in 
replicating  proven  models  or  proven 
components  of  models  that  provide  or 
improve  services  needed  to  assist  young 
children,  aged  eight  and  below,  to 
achieve  their  optimal  functioning. 
Models  or  components  of  models,  at  a 
minimum,  must  include: 


(1)  Approaches  relevant  to 
programming  in  least  restrictive 
environments,  including  provision  of 
skills  necessary  to  function,  if 
appropriate,  in  integrated  educational 
settings; 

(2)  Effective  involvement  of  families  in 
the  planning  and  delivery  of  services; 
and 

(3)  Interagency  coordination  when 
multiple  agencies  are  involved  in  the 
provision  of  services  to  young  children. 

The  models  or  components  of  models 
must  be  state-of-the-art,  providing 
procedures  and  information  that  are  not 
readily  available  to  program  sites  within 
the  geographic  area  where  outreach  is 
planned.  The  models  or  components  of 
models  must  have  recent  unambiguous 
evaluation  information  demonstrating 
their  effectiveness.  In  addition,  the 
models  or  components  of  models  must 
be  consistent  with  part  B  or  part  H  of 
the  IDEA.  Outreach  activities  must 
include,  but  need  not  be  limited  to: 
public  awareness,  product  development 
and  dissemination,  site  development, 
training,  and  technical  assistance. 
Projects  may  work  with  major  early 
childhood  associations,  provider  groups, 
or  agencies  in  disseminating  and 
replicating  the  proven  models  or 
components  of  models.  The  models  or 
components  of  models  selected  for 
outreach  need  not  have  been  developed 
through  the  Early  Education  Program  for 
Children  with  Disabilities.  Projects  may 
disseminate  and  help  replicate  multiple 
models  or  components  of  models  that 
were  not  developed  by  the  applicant. 

For  projects  planning  to  conduct 
outreach  activities  in  more  than  a  single 
State,  the  plan  of  operation  must  only 
include  plans  concerning  specific  sites 
and  activities  for  the  initial  year.  During 
the  first  year  of  outreach  funding.  States 
will  be  provided  information  by  the 
contractor  for  the  early  childhood 
technical  assistance  development 
system  funded  under  section  623(b]  of 
the  IDEA,  regarding  outreach  projects 
that  are  funded  under  this  priority,  and 
the  models  and  services  that  are  being 
offered  by  those  projects.  As  a  result. 
States  will  have  more  choices  regarding 
the  kinds  of  models  that  are  available  so 
that  particular  outreach  efforts  can  be 
better  matched  with  a  particular  State’s 
needs.  The  technical  assistance 
development  system  funded  imder 
section  623(b)  of  the  IDEA,  after 
determining  States’  needs  for  outreach 
services,  will  then  assist  the  States  and 
outreach  projects  in  matching  States’ 
needs  with  outreach  project  resources. 
Outreach  projects  will  contact  States 
and  use  the  resultant  information  as  a 
basis  for  proposing  specific  plans  for 
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years  two  and  three  of  the  project 
period.  These  plans  will  be  finalized 
during  negotiation  of  grant  awards  for 
years  two  and  three  of  the  project 
period. 

The  Secretary  particularly  invites 
applications  for  projects  that  will 
address  underserved  groups,  such  as 
young  children  bom  with  HIV  infection, 
those  prenatally  exposed  to  drugs  or 
alcohol,  and  those  who  are  members  of 
cultural,  linguistic,  or  racial  minority 
groups,  including  Native  Americans. 
However,  in  accordance  with  EDGAR  at 
34  CFR  75.105(c)(1),  an  application  that 
meets  this  invitational  priority  receives 
no  competitive  or  absolute  preference 
over  other  applications  for  other 
outreach  projects  that  serve  yoimg 
children  with  disabilities  aged  birth 
through  eight. 

Evaluation:  Each  project  must 
evaluate  the  dissemination,  replication, 
and  training  activities  to  determine  their 
effectiveness,  including  their  impact  on 
the  provision  of  services  to  young 
children  with  disabilities.  Evaluation 
activities  must  include  types  and 
numbers  of  sites  where  outreach 
activities  are  conducted,  number  of 
persons  trained,  types  of  follow-up 
activities,  number  of  children  and 
families  served  at  the  sites  where 
models  are  adopted  or  adapted,  child 
and  family  progress  information,  and 
changes  in  the  model  made  by  the 
adapting  sites. 

Dissemination:  Projects  must  prepare 
and  deliver  reports  as  described  at  20 
U.S.C.  1409(g). 

Priority  3:  Experimental  Projects 

This  priority  supports  investigations 
that  compare  the  effects  and  costs  of 
alternative  interventions  or  approaches 
for  serving  infants,  toddlers,  or 
preschool-aged  children  with  disabilities 
and  their  families.  Interventions  selected 
for  comparison  must  include  those  for 
which  information  is  unavailable 
regarding  their  relative  effects  and  costs 
for  particular  groups  of  children  or 
within  particular  settings  or  conditions. 

This  priority  addresses  the  need  to 
provide  information  to  service  providers 
and  others  regarding  the  relative  effects 
and  costs  of  different  interventions. 
Historically,  program  developers  have 
collected  information  about  the  efficacy 
of  a  particular  intervention  but  typically 
have  not  conducted  research  to 
determine  its  effects  and  costs  as 
compared  to  other  interventions  having 
the  same  or  similar  objectives.  Potential 
adopters,  when  considering  an  array  of 
different  interventions,  often  have 
insufficient  information  on  which  to 
make  informed  choices.  However, 
previous  comparative  investigations 


have  not  necessarily  provided  data  that 
demonstrate  the  clear  superiority  of  one 
intervention  over  another.  Frequently, 
there  is  an  interaction  between  the 
characteristics  of  the  participants  or  the 
settings  and  the  effects  of  the 
interventions.  Therefore,  projects 
supported  under  this  priority  must 
design  the  research  in  a  manner  that 
will  identify  which  interventions  are 
likely  to  be  most  effective  with  which 
children  and  families,  given  specific 
characteristics  and  kinds  of  settings. 

The  outcome  of  this  priority  is  expected 
to  be  a  set  of  projects  that  contribute 
information  to  the  knowledge  base 
regarding  the  relative  effects  and  costs 
of  different  interventions.  That 
information  should  lead  to  the 
improvement  of  services  provided  to 
infants,  toddlers,  or  preschool-aged 
children  with  disabilities  and  their 
families. 

Project  Design:  Projects  funded  under 
this  priority  must  (1)  address  a  specific 
problem  or  issue  of  importance  to  the 
field:  (2)  identify  specific  approaches  or 
interventions  that  will  be  compared;  (3) 
carry  out  the  research  within  a 
conceptual  framework,  based  on 
previous  research  and  theory,  that 
provides  a  basis  for  the  interventions  to 
be  compared  and  the  research  design; 

(4)  collect  a  variety  of  descriptive  and 
outcome  data,  including  specific 
descriptive  information  regarding  the 
children  and  families  targeted  by  the 
project  (e.g.,  age,  disability,  level  of 
functioning)  and  multiple,  functional 
outcome  measurements  for  the  young 
children  with  disabilities  and  their 
families  who  participate  in  the  proposed 
interventions. 

Further,  projects  supported  under  this 
priority  must: 

(a)  Compare  the  alternative 
interventions  or  approaches  in  typical 
service  settings; 

(b)  Conduct  the  investigations  using 
methodological  procedures  that  will 
produce  unambiguous  findings  regarding 
the  relative  effects  and  costs  of  the 
alternative  interventions  as  well  as  any 
findings  on  interaction  effects  between 
particular  approaches  and  particular 
groups  of  children  or  particular  contexts; 
and 

(c)  Design  the  research  and 
dissemination  activities  in  a  manner 
that  will  lead  to  improved  ser\'ices  for 
infants,  toddlers,  or  preschool-aged 
children  with  disabilities  and  their 
families. 

Dissemination:  Projects  must  prepare 
and  deliver  reports  as  described  at  20 
U.S.C.  1409(g). 


Priority  4:  Training  of  Early  Intervention 
Service  Providers  through  Training  of 
Faculty  from  Institutions  of  Higher 
Education  (CFDA  84.024) 

This  priority  supports  projects  that 
provide  training  to  persoimel  currently 
providing  early  intervention  services 
through  the  development, 
implem.entation,  evaluation,  and 
dissemination  of  training  models  for 
college  or  university  faculty  members.  It 
addresses  the  need  for  state-of-the-art 
faculty  level  expertise  and  early 
intervention  service  provider  expertise 
that  has  developed  subsequent  to  the 
establishment  of  the  part  H  Program  for 
Infants  and  Toddlers  under  the  IDEA 
and  the  expanded  knowledge  base 
relative  to  early  intervention  services. 
Although  a  variety  of  professionals  from 
a  variety  of  settings  may  provide 
training  for  early  intervention  service 
providers,  this  priority  addresses  the 
need  for,  and  is  restricted  to,  training 
college  and  university  faculty  members 
who  are  providing  training  for  personnel 
currently  providing  early  intervention 
services. 

Project  Design:  A  model  project 
supported  under  this  priority  must 
addiress  training  for  current  college  and 
university  faculty  members  who  are  or 
plan  to  be  engaged  in  the  training  of 
personnel  who  provide  direct  early 
intervention  services  to  infants  and 
toddlers  with  disabilities.  A  model 
project  must  be  based  on  a  conceptual 
ft'amework  that  identifies  the  existing 
roles  and  responsibilities  both  of  the 
faculty  members  and  of  early 
intervention  service  providers  they  will 
train,  the  changes  required  in  those  roles 
and  responsibilities,  and  the  skills 
needed  to  implement  the  new  roles.  The 
model  project  must  develop,  implement, 
evaluate,  and  disseminate  training 
curricula  for  use  by  faculty  members, 
including  procedures  and  materials 
appropriate  for  some  or  all  of  the  ten 
professional  disciplines  listed  under 
section  303.12(e)  of  the  regulations 
governing  part  H  of  the  IDEA 
(audiologists,  nurses,  nutritionists, 
occupational  therapists,  physical 
therapists,  physicians,  psychologists, 
social  workers,  special  educators, 
speech  and  language  pathologists). 
Training  curricula,  procedures,  and 
materials  must  include  discipline- 
specific  content,  as  well  as 
multidisciplinary  content  related  to 
developing  and  implementing 
Individualized  Family  Service  Plans, 
service,  coordination  services, 
coordinating  family  focused  early 
intervention,  and  providing  respite  and 
family  support  services  and  other 
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services  described  in  part  H  of  the 
IDEA.  Training  curricula  must  address 
competencies  related  to  cultural, 
linguistic,  and  minority  groups,  as 
appropriate.  Training  curricula  must 
also  be  specific  as  to  the  types  of 
activities  faealty  menbera  shall  use  to 
train  early  intervention  service 
providers.  Model  prefects  fonded  under 
this  priority  must  (1)  conduct  a  needs 
assessment  to  determine  the  training 
needs  of  early  interventiem  service 
providers  as  weS  as  the  needs  of  faculty 
members  expected  to  provide  that 
training,  (2)  coordinate  the  training 
activities  with  the  State  pert  H  lead 
agencies  withki  the  region.  (3)  determine 
feasible  methods  to  address  those 
training  needs,  (4)  validate  training 
content  and  training  methods,  (5) 
im^dement  dm  training  model  for  faculty 
members  using  one  or  more  of  a  variety 
of  delivery  mechanisms  (e.g.,  smnmer 
institutes,  on-site  workshops,  self-study 
print  materials  or  other  media, 
telecommmucations.  etc.},  and  (6) 
implement  the  training  of  early 
intervention  service  providers  by  faculty 
members  trained  under  (5)  and  arrange 
for  the  trainees  to  receive  credits 
leading  to  licensee,  degree,  or 
credentialhng.  To  satisfy  unanticipated 
training  nee^  identified  through  the 
needs  assessment,  projects  must 
maintain  a  flexible  staffing  plan  that 
allows  for  hiring  experts  to  develop  or 
provide  particular  kinds  of  training  as 
appropriate. 

In  order  to  provide  state-of-the-art 
training,  projects  must  (1)  communicate 
and  collaborate  with  other  training 
projects  fimded  by  the  Office  of  Special 
Education  Programs  (OSEP)  and  other 
agencies,  (2)  utihze,  as  appropriate, 
training  me&ods  and  materials 
developed  by  those  projects  (including 
methods  and  materials  developed  by  the 
Early  Childhood  Research  Institute- 
Personnel),  and  (3)  collaborate,  as 
appropriate;  with  State,  regional  or 
national  professional  licensing  and 
accreditation  agencies  to  offer 
continuing  education  units  for  training 
participants. 

The  Secretary  intends  to  make  four 
awards  under  this  priority.  One  award 
will  be  made  in  each  of  the  four 
following  geogra^^c  areas  to  conduct 
training  of  faculty  h-om  some  or  all 
institutions  of  higher  education  within 
that  geographic  area.  Faculty  members 
and  institutions  selected  in  each  area 
must  in  turn  provide  trakung  for  early 
intervention  direct  service  providers  in 
one  or  more  of  the  States  within  the 
area.  The  areas  are: 

(1)  West  (Hawaii,  Washiog^on, 
Oregon,  Alaska,  Catifemia.  Id^m. 


Nevada,  btontana,  Wyoming,  Utah, 
Arizona,  New  Mexico,  Colorado,  Guam, 
Northern  Marianas.  Palau,  American 
Samoa); 

(2)  K^west  (Nwth  Dakota.  South 
Dakota,  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Ne^aska, 
Oklahoma,  Texas,  Kansas,  Michigan, 
Indiana,  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri); 

(3)  Northeast  (Maine,  New 
Hampshire.  Vermont,  Massachusetts. 
Rhode  Island,  Connecticut.  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  New  Jersey. 
Ohio,  Delaware);  and 

(4)  Southeast  (District  of  Columbia, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Kentucky, 
Tennessee.  Arkansas.  Louisiana,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Mississippi. 
Georgia,  Alabama,  Florida.  Puerto  Wco, 
Virgin  Islands}. 

Evaluation:  Projects  must  evaluate  the 
effectiveness  of  "die  training  through 
assessment  of  participant  skills  (of  both 
the  faculty  members  trained  to  provide 
training  as  well  as  the  early  intervention 
direct  service  personnel  trained  by  those 
faculty  members}  during  and 
immc^ately  following  Ae  training  and 
throu^  administration  of  foUow-up  and 
support  measures  that  ensure  that  the 
participants  master  and  effectively 
implement  the  new  content  and  sl^ls. 

Dissemination:  Projects  must  prepare 
and  deliver  reports  as  described  at  20 
U.S.C  1400(g). 

Priority  5:  Early  Childhood  Research 
Institute — Service  Impleinentotion  and 
Capacity  for  Providing  Early 
Intervention  Services 

This  priority  establishes  an  Early 
Childhood  Research  Institute  to  identify 
service  patterns  and  gaps  for  children 
with  disabilities,  bicludhng  those  at  risk, 
ages  birth  through  five  years,  in  several 
States.  At  least  two  of  Ae  States 
selected  fw  study  must  serve  all  three 
groups  of  eligible  infants  and  toddlers 
imder  part  H  (i.e.,  (1)  children 
experiencing  developmental  delays;  (2) 
children  having  a  diagnosed  i^ysical  or 
mental  condition  that  has  a  high 
probability  of  resulting  in  developmental 
delay;  and  (3)  children  who  are  at  risk  of 
having  developmental  delays)  and  all 
children  with  disabilities  aged  three 
through  five. 

Project  Design:  The  institute  must 
conduct  roseeirch  within  a  conceptual 
framework  that  includes  the 
characteristics  of  eligible  children  (mid 
their  probable  service  needs),  the  State 
and  local  factors  diat  potentially  affect 
the  availability  and  provision  of 
services,  and  the  potentially 
explanatory  variables  (based  on  theory 
or  research).  Specific  research  questions 
must  follow  fr^  the  cmiceptaal 
framework,  as  well  as  focus  on  the 
interrelatedness  of  policy  devdopment, 


policy  hnplementation  (at  the  State  and 
local  levd),  and  program 
implementation  (at  foe  family  and  child 
level).  The  major  unit  of  analysis  for  the 
research  must  be  the  child  and  the 
child’s  family  (and  foe  services 
provided),  vi^  descriptive  and 
explanatory  information  collected  at 
local  and  State  levels  to  explain 
variations  observ'ed  in  the  availability 
and  provision  of  services  to  individual 
children  and  families  in  different 
communities  and  families. 

The  research  must  provide 
information  that  can  be  used  by  police- 
makers  and  administrators  at  Federal, 
State,  and  local  levels  to,  (1)  identify 
factors  that  facilitate  or  interfere  with 
service  implementation,  (2)  identify 
useful  solutions  to  service  delivery 
problems  faced  by  State  and  local 
service  providers,  and  (3)  examine  the 
impact  of  variations  in  eligibility 
criteria,  funding  sources,  interagency 
collaborative  arrangements,  and  service 
delivery  on  children  vdth  disabilities 
and  their  families.  The  institute  must 
conduct  both  descriptive  and 
explanatory  studies,  test  hypcKheses  and 
propositions  derived  from  previous 
research  or  initial  institute  findings,  and 
use  a  combination  of  research 
methodologies,  including  survey 
research,  case  studies,  multiple  case 
studies  following  replication  logic, 
document  analysis,  and  direct 
observation. 

Eligibility  criteria,  identification 
instruments  and  procedures,  funding 
sources  for  service  programs, 
interagency  collaboration,  and  service 
delivery  patterns  must  be  studied  in 
depth  in  multq^e  sites  in  several  States. 
Sites  in  several  other  States  may  also  be 
included  for  identifying  State-to-State 
variations  and  for  replicating  certain 
study  findings.  The  institute  must  study 
at  least  two  States  that  include  children 
at  risk  for  developmental  delay  under 
the  part  H  program  who  may  be  found 
ineligible  at  three  years  of  age  for 
services  under  IDEA  part  B  and  chapter 
1  State-Operated  or  Supported  Programs 
for  Children  with  Disabilities. 

The  research  program  must  consider 
(1)  the  consequences  of  using  different 
eligibHity  criteria  Eind  identification 
instruments  and  procedures  on  the 
number  and  characteristics  of  children 
who  are  served  and  under  foe  part  H, 
part  B,  and  chapter  1  programs;  (2)  the 
funding  sources  foat  are  used  to 
complement  part  H  and  part  B  and 
chapter  1  funds  for  eligible  children,  and 
the  availability  of  ofoer  funds  to  provide 
services  to  children  who  are  ineligible 
for  part  B  or  chapter  1  services  at  age 
three  who  have  continuing  teaming 
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problems;  (3)  the  effect  of  different 
interagency  collaborative  arrangements 
at  the  State  and  local  levels  on  Ae 
availability  and  quality  of  services;  (4) 
the  patterns  of  service  delivery  that  are 
associated  with  variations  in  eligibility 
criteria,  funding  sources,  and 
interagency  collaborative  arrangements; 
and  (5)  other  factors  (e.g.,  the  number  of 
available  qualified  personnel,  the 
number  of  service  placement  options  for 
children,  State  and  local  demographic 
characteristics,  geographic  features  such 
as  remoteness]  Uiat  promote  or  hinder 
the  delivery  of  services  to  all  eligible 
children  within  the  sites  being  studied. 

In  carrying  out  its  research  activities, 
the  institute  personnel  must 
demonstrate  expertise  in  each  of  the 
particular  reseprch  methodologies 
employed.  Collaboration  between  and 
among  policy  researchers  and 
individuals  with  programmatic 
experience  with  infants  and  young 
children  is  essential.  The  institute  must 
also  provide  research  training  and 
experience  for  at  least  10  graduate 
students  annually. 

Dissemination:  Project  reports, 
products,  and  other  information  must  be 
broadly  disseminated  to  policy-makers 
and  administrators  specifically  at  State 
and  local  levels.  In  addition,  reports 
must  be  prepared  and  delivered  as 
described  at  20  U.S.C.  1409(g]. 

The  Secretary  will  approve  one 
cooperative  agreement  with  a  project 
period  of  up  to  60  months  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  34  CFR  75.253(a)  for 
continuation  awards.  In  determining 
whether  to  continue  the  institute  for  the 
last  two  years  of  the  project  period,  in 
addition  to  considering  the  factors  in  34 
CFR  75.253(a],  the  Secretary  will 
consider  the  recommendation  of  a 
review  team  consisting  of  three  external 
experts  selected  by  the  Secretary.  The 
services  of  the  review  team  are  to  be 
performed  during  the  last  half  of  the 
institute’s  second  year,  and  may  be 
included  in  that  year’s  annual 
evaluation  that  the  recipient  is  required 
to  perform  under  34  CFR  75.590.  During 
all  other  years  of  the  project,  the 
recipient  must  comply  with  34  CFR 
75.590.  Costs  associated  with  the 
services  to  be  performed  by  the  three 
external  members  of  the  review  team 
must  be  paid  for  with  project  funds.  In 
developing  its  recommendation,  the 
review  team  will  consider,  among  other 
factors,  the  following: 

(1)  the  timeliness  and  effectiveness 
with  which  all  requirements  of  the 
negotiated  cooperative  agreement  have 
been  or  are  being  met  by  the  institute; 
and 

(2)  the  degree  to  which  the  institute’s 
research  designs  and  methodological 


procedures  demonstrate  the  potential  for 
producing  significant  new  knowledge 
and  products. 

Program  Authority:  20  U.S.C.  1423. 

Title  of  Program:  Services  for 
Children  with  Deaf-Blindness  Program. 

CFDA  No.  84.025. 

Purpose:  To'assist  States  in  assuring 
the  provision  of  early  intervention, 
special  education,  and  related  services 
to  infants,  toddlers,  children,  and  youth 
with  deaf-blindness;  to  provide 
technical  assistance  to  agencies  that  are 
preparing  adolescents  with  deaf- 
blindness  for  adult  placement;  and  to 
support  research,  development, 
replication,  preservice  and  inservice 
training,  parental  involvement  activities, 
and  other  activities  to  improve  services 
to  children  with  deaf-blindness. 

Priorities:  In  accordance  with  the 
Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR)  in 
34  CFR  75.105(c)(3),  the  Secretary  will 
give  an  absolute  preference  under  this 
program  to  applications  that  respond  to 
the  following  priorities;  that  is,  the 
Secretary  will  select  for  funding  only 
those  applications  proposing  projects 
that  meet  these  priorities. 

Priority  1:  State  and  Multi-State 
Services  Projects  for  Children  with 
Deaf-Blindness  and  Optional  Pilot 
Projects  for  Children  with  Deaf- 
Blindness 

This  priority  supports  two  types  of 
projects:  (a)  State  and  Multi-State 
Projects  for  Children  with  Deaf- 
Blindness,  and  (b)  Optional  Pilot 
Projects  for  Children  with  Deaf- 
Blindness.  Public  and  non-profit  private 
agencies,  institutions,  or  organizations, 
including  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  of 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  are 
eligible  to  compete  for  a  State  or  multi- 
State  project.  Of  these  applicants,  only 
those  applicants  whose  application  for  a 
State  or  multi-State  project  is  approved 
for  funding  are  eligible  to  have  their 
applications  reviewed  for  possible 
funding  of  a  pilot  project.  Applicants 
seeking  support  for  both  State  and 
Multi-State  Projects  for  Children  with 
Deaf-Blindness  as  well  as  the  Optional 
Pilot  Projects  for  Children  with  Deaf- 
Blindness  must  submit  a  two-part 
application,  each  complete  by  itself  and 
containing  its  individual  budget. 

(a)  State  and  Multi-State  Projects — 
State  and  multi-State  projects  must 
provide  services  to  infants,  toddlers, 
children,  and  youth  with  deaf-blindness 
and  technical  assistance  to  public  and 
private  agencies,  institutions,  and 
organizations  providing  early 
intervention,  early  identification, 
education,  transition,  vocational,  and 


related  services  to  children  with  deaf- 
blindness,  as  described  at  34  CFR  307.11. 
Applications  for  State  and  multi-State 
projects  will  be  evaluated  using  criteria 
at  34  CFR  307.33. 

(b)  Pilot  Projects  for  Children  with 
Deaf-Blindness — ^These  projects  are 
designed  to  supplement  activities 
supported  by  State  and  multi-State 
projects  by  facilitating  the  establishment 
and  implementation  of  validated, 
effective  educational  practices  in  the 
least  restrictive  school  and  community 
environments  in  selected  sites. 
Applications  for  Pilot  Projects  for 
Children  with  Deaf-Blindness  will  be 
evaluated  using  criteria  at  34  CFR 
307.36.  'This  optional  pilot  project 
component  would  increase  the  capacity 
of  local  school  districts  or  State 
educational  agencies  to  serve  students 
with  deaf-blindness  in  integrated  school 
and  community  settings  and  encourage 
the  eventual  assumption  of  funding 
responsibilities  of  State  and  local 
authorities. 

The  outcomes  of  this  optional 
component  are  anticipated  to  include: 

(a)  The  establishment  at  pilot  sites 
within  the  State  of  tested,  effective 
practices  in  the  education  of  children 
and  youth  with  deaf-blindness  that 
address  the  heterogeneous  nature  of 
these  children  and  youth; 

(b)  The  widespread  implementation  of 
tested,  effective  practices  in  sites  that 
provide  opportunities  for  general  and 
special  education  personnel,  external  to 
the  project  sites,  to  observe  concrete 
examples  of  these  educational  concepts, 
and  to  have  “hands-on"  practice  and 
support  in  their  use;  and 

(c)  An  increase  in  the  quality  of 
effective  practices  for  children  with 
deaf-blindness. 

Project  Design:  A  project  may  propose 
to  establish  a  pilot  project  as  an 
additional  component  of  the  State  or 
multi-State  project.  Pilot  projects  must: 

(a)  Expand  local  educational  agency 
capabilities  by  providing  services  to 
children  with  deaf-blindness  that 
supplement  services  already  provided  to 
children  and  youth  through  State  and 
local  resources;  and 

(b)  Encourage  eventual  assumption  of 
funding  responsibility  by  State  and  local 
authorities. 

Specifically,  in  meeting  the 
requirements  of  this  pilot  component, 
projects  must: 

(1)  Implement,  in  selected  sites,  tested, 
effective  practices  in  the  education  of 
children  with  deaf-blindness; 

(2)  Address  the  heterogeneous  nature 
of  these  children,  their  need  for 
individualized  educational  and 
vocational  programming  and  for  the 
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acquisition  of  fmwtional,  age- 
approphste  skiUs  esseatia)  for 
commuzaty  integration; 

(3)  Promote  the  widespread  adoption 
and  implementation  of  tested,  e^ctive 
practices  (a)  in  sites  diat  provide 
opportunities  for  general  and  special 
education  personnel,  external  to  the 
established  luroiect  sites,  to  observe 
examples  of  these  educational  concepts, 
and  to  have  “hands  on"  experience  in 
utilizing  these  practices,  strategies,  mrd 
techniques;  and  (b)  that  enhance  the 
State-level  system  of  services  by 
increasing  the  nundjer  and  quality  of 
effective  practices: 

(4)  Initiate  and  maintain  collaboration 
with  relevant  agencies  providing 
services  to  children  with  deaf-blmdness; 
and 

(5)  Initiate  activities  to  encourage  the 
eventual  assumption  of  funding  State 
and  local  authorities. 

Further,  in  meeting  the  requirements 
under  the  optional  pilot  component 
activities  must: 

(1)  Be  based  on  current  theory  and 
research  and  provide  evidence  of  the 
validity  of  the  practices; 

(2)  Address  die  unique  needs  at  the 
project  sites; 

(3)  Focus  on  speci&;  outcomes  fm* 
project  participants; 

(4)  Promote  involvement  of  parents 
and  family  members  in  the  provision  of 
services  to  children  with  deaf-blindness; 
and 

(5)  Provide  documentation  of  changes 
resulting  from  the  implementation  of  the 
pilot  project  activities. 

The  Secretary  particularly  invites 
projects  that  propose  to  provide,  under 
this  optional  pilot  component,  validated 
effective  practices  related  to: 

(a)  Transition  from  school  to  adult  life 
in  the  community; 

(b)  Early  identification  and 
interv'ention  for  infants  and  toddlers 
with  deaf-blindness; 

(c)  Strategies  that  facilitate  the 
integration  of  students  with  deaf- 
blindness  into  neighborhood  schools; 

(d)  Acquisition  of  communication  or 
orientation  and  mobility  skills; 

(e)  Nonaversive  behavior 
management;  or 

(f)  Facilitation  of  family  involvement 
However,  in  accordance  with  EDGAR  at 
34  CFR  75.105(c)(ll,  an  application  that 
meets  this  invitational  priority  receives 
no  competitive  or  absolute  preference 
over  applications  that  meet  the  State 
and  Multi-State  fhojects  priority 
described  in  this  notice. 

Evaluation:  Projects  selected  for  the 
optional  pilot  project  component  must 
implement  an  evaluation  plan  that 
measures: 


(1)  Obild-centered,  functional  skill 
outcomes  of  the  participating  children 
and  youth  with  deaf-blindness; 

(2)  Changes  resulting  from  the 
implementation  of  the  pilot  project 
activities,  including  die  overall  outreach 
impact  of  the  project  on  both  the  staff  of 
the  schools  where  the  pilot  project  is 
located  and  visiting  persoimel  external 
to  the  pilot  site  or  sites;  and 

(3)  "^e  extent  of  involvement  of 
parents  and  family  members  in  the 
provision  of  servicea  to  children  widi 
deaf-blindness. 

As  a  part  of  project  evaluation 
requirements,  each  project  must  collect 
and  report  cost  as  wed  as  effects  data 
related  to  pilot  and  demonstration 
activities. 

Dissemination:  Projects  must  pr^are 
and  deliver  reports  as  described  at  20 
U.S.C.  1409(g). 

Priority  2:  Research  in  Social 
Relationships  for  Children  and  Youth 
with  Deaf-BUndness 

The  purpose  of  this  fuiority  is  to 
support  research  cooperative 
agreements  to  develop,  IB^-test,  and 
disseminate  information  on  social 
support  strategies  to  improve  the  social 
integration  of  children  and  youth  with 
deaf-blindness  in  school  neighborhood, 
and  community  settings.  'Die  goals  of 
the  research  projects  are  (a)  to  produce 
validated  procedures  for  Ae 
development  and  maintenance  of  social 
relationships  that  promote  positive 
lifestyle  changes  among  diildren  and 
youth  wnth  deaf-blindness,  and  fb)  to 
encomage  utilKation  of  those 
procedures  in  integrated  settings  by 
policy  makers  and  program 
implementers. 

Although  significant  strides  have  been 
made  in  increasing  opporttmities  for 
social  integration  of  children  and  youth 
with  deaf-blindness  in  school  and 
community  settings,  recent  researdi 
indicates  that  many  these  individuals 
have  few.  if  any,  friends  as  social 
supports  outside  (rf  their  family.  Poor 
interpersonal  skills  paired  with  the  lack 
of  social  supports  are  reputedly  the 
reasons  why  many  adults  with  deaf- 
blindness  Irave  inte^ated  employment 
settings.  Students  writh  deaf-blindness 
have  infrequent  and  inconsistent 
interactions  with  their  nondisabled 
peers  in  integrated  school  settings  when 
social  interaction  programs  and 
supports  are  absent 

Despite  a  broad  cemsensus  that  social 
integration  is  of  critical  importance  in 
the  lives  of  children  wnth  deaf-blindness 
and  their  families,  there  is  a  wride  gap 
between  that  b^ef  and  the  use  of 
systematic  intnveniion  efforts  to 
promote  social  integration  and  support 


There  is  Kttie  empirical  information  to 
assist  policy  makers  and  program 
implementers  in  ensuring  that 
individuals  with  deaf-bl^dness  are 
socially  integrated  in  school, 
neighborhood,  work,  and  community 
settings. 

These  projects  have  the  potential  to 
increase  social  integration  and 
improving  the  quality  of  life  for 
in^viduals  widi  deaf-blindness  and 
their  families.  Project  activities  will 
produce  an  empirical  basis  for  the 
selection  and  utilization  of  strategies  to 
increase  the  social  integration  of 
children  and  youth  with  deaf-blindness 
in  school,  neighborhood,  community, 
and  employment  settings.  The  projects 
must  generate  data-based  information 
that  describes  the  strategies,  supports, 
and  conditions  that  facilitate  the 
development  and  maintenance  of  social 
relationships  among  people  with  deaf- 
blindness  and  their  peers  without 
disabilities. 

Project  Design:  Each  project  must 
present  a  synthesis  of  relevant  extant 
research  to  serve  as  a  conceptual  and 
empirical  basis  for  the  proposed  social 
relationship  research  and  development 
activities.  Project  activities  must  extend 
the  freld’s  knowledge  base  on  the  use  of 
practices  that  prmnote  social 
relationships  among  children  and  youth 
with  deaf-blindness  and  their  jpeers  in 
integrated  school  am)  community 
settings.  Project  activities  must 
carried  out  in  integrated  school  and 
community  environments  and  projects 
must  measure  initial  levels  of  social  and 
physical  integration  in  these  settings 
prior  to  the  proposed  activity. 

Projects  must  focus  on  and  develop 
strategies  related  to  one  or  more  of  the 
following: 

(a)  The  nature  of  social  relationships 
and  the  development  of  friendships 
between  individuals  with  deaf-blindness 
and  their  nondisabled  peers  (eg.,  type, 
quantity,  quality,  and  duration)  in 
integrated  school,  woric  and  community 
settings; 

(b)  The  scope  of  social  support  needs 
among  different  individuals  and  how 
they  vary  across  situations; 

(c)  The  strategies  for  providmg 
effective  support  for  social  relationships 
in  elementary  schools,  middle  and  junior 
high  schools,  high  schools,  work 
settings,  neighborhoods,  am)  community 
recreation  programs; 

(d)  How  to  create  social  networks  that 
provide  multiple  supports  across  school 
neighborhood,  and  community  settings; 

(e)  Identifying  and  fostering  naturally 
occurring  opportunities  where  social 
relation^iips  can  devek^; 
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(f)  Effective  strategies  for  peer 
involvement  across  chronological  ages 
and  settings  (e.g.,  preschool,  lower 
elementary,  upper  elementary,  etc.);  and 

(g)  How  social  relationships,  supports, 
and  networks  are  influenced  by 
transitions  and  whether  they  can  be 
maintained  during  periods  of 
transition — from  segregated  to 
integrated  programs,  from  elementary  to 
middle  and  junior  high  school,  from 
middle  and  junior  high  school  to  high 
school,  and  from  school  to  work. 

Projects  must  demonstrate  on-going 
collaborative  relationships  among 
personnel  from  the  settings  where  the 
project  activities  will  be  implemented, 
end,  as  appropriate,  among  institutions 
of  higher  education  and  other  State  or 
local  agencies  involved  in  serving 
students  with  deaf-blindness. 

Procedures  to  promote  involvement  of 
peers,  parents,  and  school  personnel 
(e.g.,  building  administration,  general 
and  special  educators,  related  services 
personnel)  and  relevant  community 
human  service  agencies  in  the  proposed 
project  must  be  clearly  delineated. 

Close  coordination  and  collaboration 
is  required  among  the  research  projects 
funded  under  this  priority  and  the  Social 
Relationships  Research  Institute  for 
Children  and  Youth  with  Severe 
Disabilities  priority  established  under 
the  Program  for  Children  with  Severe 
Disabilities.  Department  personnel  will 
assist  with  these  collaborative  efforts. 
Project  directors  and  OSEP  persormel 
will  meet  annually  and  work  to  ensure 
that  project  findings  are  shared  and 
disseminated  in  an  organized  maimer. 
Projects  funded  under  this  priority  must 
contribute  to  the  production  of  social 
relationships  monographs  presenting 
findings  and  describing  promising 
practices  for  promoting  social 
relationships.  Primary  responsibility  for 
these  monographs  will  be  with  the 
Social  Relationships  Research  Institute 
for  Children  and  Youth  with  Severe 
Disabilities  established  under  the 
Children  with  Severe  Disabilities 
Program. 

Evaluation:  Project  design  and 
evaluation  must  employ  methodology 
that  can  accurately  describe  the 
complex  nature  of  social  relationships 
as  well  as  the  impact  of  various  social 
relationship  support  strategies  on 
student  lifestyle  outcomes.  Projects  must 
use  periodic  procedural  reliability 
checks  and  obtain  social  validity 
measures  for  students,  peers,  parents, 
and  school  personnel.  To  the  extent 
possible,  strategies  demonstrated  to  be 
efiective  are  to  be  implemented  in  new 
settings  to  determine  the  replicability  of 
project  findings. 


Dissemination:  Projects  must  prepare 
and  deliver  reports  as  described  at  20 
U.S.C.  1409(g). 

(Program  Authority:  20  U.S.C.  1422) 

Title  of  Program:  Educational  Media 
Research,  Production,  Distribution,  and 
Training  Program. 

CFDA  No.  84.026. 

Purpose:  The  purposes  of  this  program 
are  to  promote-^1)  the  general  welfare 
of  deaf  and  hard-ofrhearing  individuals 
by  (A)  bringing  to  those  in^viduals  an 
understanding  and  appreciation  of  films 
and  television  programs  that  play  an 
important  part  in  the  general  and 
cultural  advancement  of  hearing 
individuals;  (B)  providing  through  these 
films  and  television  programs  enriched 
educational  and  cultural  experiences 
through  which  deaf  and  hard-of-hearing 
individuals  can  be  brought  into  better 
touch  with  the  realities  of  their 
environment;  and  (C)  providing  a 
wholesome  and  rewarding  experience 
that  deaf  and  hard-of-hearing 
individuals  may  share  together,  (2)  the 
educational  advancement  of  individuals 
with  disabilities  by  (A)  carrying  on 
research  in  the  use  of  educational  media 
for  individuals  with  disabilities;  (B) 
producing  and  distributing  educational 
media  for  the  use  of  individuals  with 
disabilities,  their  parents,  their  actual  or 
potential  employers,  and  other 
individuals  directly  involved  in  work  for 
the  advancement  of  individuals  with 
disabilities;  (C)  training  individuals  in 
the  use  of  educational  media  for  the 
instruction  of  individuals  with 
disabilities;  and  (D)  utilizing  educational 
media  to  help  eliminate  illiteracy  among 
individuals  with  disabilities;  and  (3)  the 
general  welfare  of  visually  impaired 
individuals  by  (A)  bringing  to 
individuals  an  understanding  and 
appreciation  of  textbooks,  films, 
television  programs,  video  materials, 
and  other  educational  publications  and 
materials  that  play  an  important  part  in 
the  general  and  cultural  advancement  of 
visually  unimpaired  individuals;  and  (B) 
ensuring  access  to  television 
programming  and  other  video  material. 

Priorities:  In  accordance  with  the 
Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR)  at 
34  CFR  75.105(c)(3),  the  Secretary  will 
give  an  absolute  preference  under  this 
program  to  applications  that  respond  to 
the  following  priorities;  that  is,  the 
Secretary  will  select  for  funding  only 
those  applications  proposing  projects 
that  meet  these  priorities. 

Priority  1:  Descriptive  Video 

This  priority  supports  one  or  more 
cooperative  agreements  for  the 
continued  implementation  and  delivery 


of  descriptive  video  for  individuals  who 
are  visually  impaired.  The  purpose  of 
descriptive  video  is  to  make  media  more 
accessible  to  individuals  with  visual 
impairments  by  describing  events  and 
actions  that  are  not  clear  from  the 
soundtrack  alone.  During  FY  1990  a 
study  was  conducted  on  the  viability 
and  cost  effectiveness  of  descriptive 
video.  This  study  indicated  that, 
although  descriptive  video  appears  to  be 
a  useful  and  viable  vehicle  in  providing 
people  with  visual  impairments  with 
additional  access  to  television  in  the 
form  of  descriptions  of  visual  images 
and  actions  on  the  television  screen  that 
are  not  soimded,  the  technology  needs 
continued  research  and  study.  Because 
of  the  overall  costs  of  producing  and 
broadcasting  descriptive  video  and  the 
fact  that  descriptive  video  technology  is 
new  and  still  evolving,  it  was  found  to 
be  not  commercially  viable  for  national 
broadcast  at  the  present  time.  This  is 
analogical  to  the  early  days  of  captioned 
television  and  the  development  of  Line 
21  closed  captioning.  The  FY  1990  study 
referred  to  above  recommended  a 
continuation  of  ongoing  activities 
conducted  by  public  and  cable  networks 
with  an  increase  in  program  offerings 
while  concurrent  evaluations  are 
conducted. 

Project  Design:  The  projects  funded 
under  this  priority  must: 

(a)  Identify,  select,  and  implement 
effective  methods  and  technologies  for 
providing  descriptive  video  programs  or 
movies.  These  must  include  methods 
and  technologies  for  recording, 
transmission,  and  reception  of 
descriptive  video  and  must  be  specific 
as  to  the  activities  and  equipment  that 
will  be  required; 

(b)  Develop  criteria  for  selecting 
programs  to  be  video  described  and 
made  available; 

(c)  Determine  the  number  of  hours  of 
descriptive  video  programs  or  movies 
made  available  over  public  or  cable 
television  or  through  home  video  during 
each  year  of  the  three-year  period; 

(d)  Obtain  agreement  from 

participating  producers  and  distributors 
to  permit  video  description  and  , 

transmission;  and 

(e)  Implement  a  comprehensive 
outreach  effort  to  inform  intended 
consumers  of  the  service  and  steps 
necessary  to  access  the  service,  and 
other  activities  necessary  to  sustain  the 
service,  such  as  educating  station 
managers  and  producers  and  promoting 
their  participation  and  contributions. 

Evaluation:  Projects  must  rigorously 
evaluate  the  effectiveness  of  the 
methods  and  technologies  used  in 
providing  descriptive  video  as  well  as 
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barriers  encountered  and  the  impact  on 
the  intended  target  populations. 

As  a  part  of  project  evaluation 
requirements,  each  project  shall  collect 
and  report  cost  as  wrell  as  effects  data 
related  to  the  implementation  and 
delivery  of  descriptive  video. 

Dissemination:  Project  reports  must 
include  specihc  information  about  the 
methods  and  technologies  used  to 
provide  descriptive  video  as  well  as 
evaluation  information  as  to  the  impact, 
effectiveness,  and  costs  of  the  methods 
and  technologies.  Projects  must  report 
their  information  in  a  way  that  is  useful 
to  potential  service  providers  as  well  as 
consumers.  Information  must  be 
disseminated  to  clearinghouses, 
consumer  groups,  and  other  appropriate 
audiences. 

Priority  2:  Closed-Captioned  Daytime 
Programming 

This  priority  supports  one  or  more 
cooperative  agreements  for  the  closed- 
captioning  of  daytime  programming 
broadcast  nationally,  so  that  persons 
who  are  deaf  or  hard  of  hearing  can 
have  access  to  daytime  television 
programming  that  contributes  to  the 
general,  educational,  and  cultural 
experiences  and  advancement  of 
individuals  with  hearing  impairments. 
These  projects  will  provide  access  to  the 
shared  culhiral  experience  of  television 
to  persons  who  are  hearing  impaired, 
particularly  the  elderly  and  persons  at 
home  during  the  day,  who  wish  to  enjoy 
daytime  television. 

TTie  U.S.  Department  of  Education 
currently  sponsors  projects  that 
provides  access  to  closed-captioning  of 
news  and  public  information;  movies, 
mini-series,  prime  time,  and  specials: 
sports:  and  children’s  programs.  In  most 
of  these  areas  the  Government’s  efforts 
have  been  significantly  supplemented 
by  support  from  the  private  sector.  On 
the  other  hand,  little  captioned 
programming  is  available  during 
daytime  hours.  The  intent  of  this  priority 
is  to  provide  stimulation  to  maintain  and 
increase  access  to  daytime  television  for 
persons  with  hearing  impairment. 

Project  Design;  Projects  must: 

(a)  Select  programs  to  be  captioned, 
taking  into  account  the  preference  of 
consumers  for  particular  programs;  the 
diversity  of  types  of  programs  broadcast 
during  the  day;  and  &e  contribution  of 
programs  to  the  general,  educational 
and  cultural  experiences  of  individuals 
with  hearing  impairments. 

(b)  Determine  the  number  of  television 
hours  to  be  captioned  using  funds  fi'om 
this  project  and  the  number  of  hours 
projected  to  be  captioned  using  funds 
from  other  sources,  including  matching 
or  in-kind  contributions,  and  a  specific 


method  to  be  used  for  each  hour,  i.e., 
realtime,  off-line,  computer-assisted, 
etc.; 

(c)  Determine  the  type  and  use  of 
backup  systems  that  will  ensiire 
successful,  timely  captioning  services; 
and 

(dj  Obtain  agreement  from  major 
commercial  or  cable  networks  to  permit 
captioning  of  their  programs. 

Evaluation:  Projects  must  implement 
procedures  for  monitoring  the  extent  to 
which  full  and  accurate  captioning  is 
provided  and  use  this  information  to 
make  refinements  in  captioning 
operations. 

Priority  3:  Special  Research, 
Development  and  Evaluation  Projects 

This  priority  supports  projects  to 
expand  the  effective  uses  of  captioning 
to  enhance  the  reading  and  literacy 
skills  of  individuals  who  are  deaf  or 
hard  of  hearing,  to  enhance  the  reading 
and  literacy  skills  of  individuals  with 
disabilities,  to  explore  captioning 
featuires  that  make  captioning  a  more 
effective  tool  in  extending  general 
television  programming  to  persons  with 
disabilities  and  to  adapt  and  test  the 
effectiveness  of  multi-media  technology 
in  the  education  of  individuals  with 
disabilities. 

Project  Design:  Projects  supported  by 
this  priority  must  address  one  or  more  of 
the  following  areas: 

(a)  Explore  and  test  uses  of  captioned 
television  and  videos  to  determine  those 
uses  that  are  effective  in4ieveloping  or 
improving  reading  and  literacy  skills  of 
individuals  who  are  deaf  or  hard  of 
hearing; 

(b]  Explore  and  test  uses  of  captioned 
television  and  videos  to  determine  those 
uses  that  are  effective  in  improving 
reading  and  literacy  skills  of  a  broad 
range  of  individuals  with  disabilities, 
particularly  those  w'ho  have  learning 
disabilities  or  limited  proficiency  in 
English; 

(c)  Compare  and  contrast  captioning 
features  such  as  verbatim  captioning 
versus  edited  captioning,  location  of 
captions,  highlighting  of  captions, 
variable  fonts,  and  variable  captioning 
rates,  for  extending  captioned  television 
to  a  broad  range  of  viewers  with 
disabilities,  including,  but  not  limited  to, 
persons  with  hearing  impairments;  and 

(d]  Adapt  and  test  the  effectiveness  of 
a  range  of  media  and  technologies, 
including  captioned  educational 
television,  adapted  computer  software, 
and  adapted  video  discs  for  improving 
the  range  of  educational  experiences, 
options,  and  environments  for 
individuals  with  disabilities,  including 
those  who  are  deaf  and  hard  of  hearing. 


The  Secretary  may  fund  one  or  more 
applications  in  each  of  these  three 
categories.  Projects  must: 

(1)  Address  a  specific  problem  or 
issue; 

(2)  Select  specific  activities  or 
technologies  to  test,  compare,  or  adapt 
based  on  previous  research  or 
evaluations;  and 

(3)  Target  a  particular  population  of 
individuals  with  disabilities. 

Evaluation:  Projects  must  conduct 
investigations  using  methodological 
procedures  that  will  produce 
unambiguous  findings  regarding  the 
impact  and  relative  effectiveness  of 
various  captioning  efforts.  Further, 
projects  must  evaluate  any 
dissemination  activities  to  determine 
their  effectiveness  in  benefitting 
intended  target  populations. 

As  a  part  of  project  evaluation 
requirements,  each  project  shall  collect 
and  report  cost  as  well  as  effects  data 
related  to  the  use  of  captioning. 

Dissemination:  Projects  must  report 
their  information  and  findings  in  a  way 
that  is  useful  to  potential  service 
providers  as  well  as  consumers. 
Information  must  be  disseminated  to 
clearinghouses,  technical  assistance 
organizations,  networks,  consiuner 
groups  and  other  appropriate  audiences. 

Program  Authority:  20  U.S.C.  1451, 1452. 

Title  of  Program;  Postsecondary 
Education  Programs  for  Individuals  with 
Disabilities. 

CFDA  No.  84.078. 

Purpose:  To  develop,  operate,  and 
disseminate  specially  designed  model 
programs  of  postsecondary,  vocational, 
technical,  continuing,  or  adult  education 
for  individuals  with  disabilities. 

Proposed  Priority:  In  accordance  with 
the  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR)  at 
34  CFR  75.105(c)(3),  the  Secretary  will 
give  an  absolute  preference  under  this 
program  to  applications  that  respond  to 
the  following  priority:  that  is,  the 
Secretary  will  select  for  funding  only 
those  applications  proposing  projects 
that  meet  this  priority. 

Priority  1:  Career  Placement 
Opportunities  for  Students  with 
Disabilities  in  Postsecondary  Programs 

'This  priority  supports  projects  that 
enhance  the  role  and  capacity  of  career 
placement  offices  that  arrange  pre¬ 
employment  opportunities  and 
subsequent  employment  placements  in 
integrated  settings  for  students  with 
disabilities  in  commimity  and  four-year 
colleges,  universities,  technical  and 
vocational  institutes,  and  adult  and 
continuing  educational  programs. 
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It  is  important  to  increase  the 
awareness  of  campus-based  career 
placement  personnel  about  the  needs  of 
students  with  disabilities  and  their 
employment  opportunities.  On-campus 
career  placement  offices  are  useful 
sources  of  information  about  career 
opportunities  offered  by  local,  regional, 
and  national  businesses  and  other 
potential  employers.  There  is  a  tendency 
for  students  with  disabilities  to  be 
overlooked  during  regular  recruiting 
activities  when  career  placement  offices 
are  contacted  by  potential  employers, 
especially  those  from  larger 
corporations.  Also,  many  career 
placement  personnel  are  insufficiently 
trained  in  the  special  job  development 
techniques  which  are  necessary  for 
successful  placements  of  persons  with 
disabilities. 

Project  Design:  Projects  must  create 
and  facilitate  the  cooperative  efforts  of 
those  who  help  bring  about  successful 
vocational  placements  for  people  with 
disabilities.  These  collaborative  efforts 
must  include  extensive  involvement  of 
representatives  from  the  disabled 
student  services  program  office,  from 
the  career  placement  office,  from  the 
State  vocational  rehabilitation  agency, 
from  business  and  industry,  and,  where 
appropriate,  from  the  disabled  student 
commimity  itself.  The  goal  of  these 
projects  is  to  enhance  the  current 
campus-based  activities  and  capacities 
of  the  postsecondary  institution  career 
placement  offices  and  their  personnel. 

Projects  supported  under  this  priority 
must: 

(a)  Develop  or  adopt  inservice  training 
and  orientation  programs  (curriculiun, 
syllabus,  and  associated  informational 
materials]  for  career  placement  officers, 
their  staff,  and  faculty,  that  focus  on  the 
awareness  and  provision  of  support 
services  and  accommodations  needed 
by  students  with  disabilities,  not  only  at 
the  postsecondary  educational  program 
but  also  at  various  potential  work  sites; 
and,  further,  ensure  that  this  training 
becomes  a  part  of  the  institution 
orientation  for  new  faculty  and  staff 
members  who  replace  those  who 
previously  had  benefitted  from  this 
training; 

(b)  Obtain  the  involvement  of 
employers  by  placement  officers  in 
campus-based  career  opportunities, 
such  as  specifrc  individual  pre¬ 
employment  interviews  or  group 
meetings  with  representatives  of 
industry;  this  involvement  should 
include  such  groups  as  private  industry 
councils,  local  Chambers  of  Commerce, 
and  Governor’s  and  Mayor’s 
Committees  on  Employment  of  Persons 
with  Disabilities; 


(c)  Increase  job  placement  for 
students  with  Usabilities  by  the 
formation  and  continuation  of  formal 
memoranda  of  understanding, 
cooperative  agreements,  or  similar 
documents  among  disabled  student 
service  offices,  career  placement  offices, 
vocational  rehabilitation  offices,  and 
local.  State,  or  regional  coalitions  of 
representatives  of  business  and 
industry. 

(d)  Enhance  the  career  experiences  of 
students  with  disabilities  by  facilitating 
or  creating  opportunities  for  needed 
work  experiences,  work-study  program 
participation,  internships,  and  summer 
placements,  among  others,  in  order  that 
students  with  disabilities  will  be  more 
competitive  with  their  nondisabled 
peers  upon  entering  the  job  market; 

(e)  Provide  technical  assistance  and 
information  on  program  and  work 
accessibility  and  accommodations  to 
administrators,  faculty,  and  stafr  of 
postsecondary  educational  programs; 
secondary  school  administrators, 
counselors,  and  teachers;  parents;  and 
persons  with  disabilities. 

The  following  activities  must  be 
addressed  in  the  plan  of  operation: 

Collaboration:  Projects  must 
collaborate  with  employers  (or 
organizations  of  employers]  and  with 
State  vocational  rehabilitation  agencies. 

Personnel:  Proposed  project  personnel 
must  have  the  appropriate  training  or 
experience,  or  both,  necessary  to 
achieve  the  project’s  goals  and 
objectives.  At  least  one  key  staff  person 
(Project  Director  or  Project  Coordinator] 
must  have  experience  with,  or  a 
background  in,  career  placements  of 
college-aged  persons  with  disabilities 
and  commit  more  than  50%  of  his  or  her 
time  to  the  project. 

Evaluation:  Outcome  measures 
developed  or  used  by  the  project  must 
be  specified.  ’These  measures  must 
clearly  reflect  the  effectiveness  of 
project  strategies  in  placing  the  targeted 
population  in  permanent  and 
competitive  jobs. 

Dissemination:  Projects  must  prepare 
and  deliver  reports  as  described  at  20 
U.S.C.  1409(g). 

Program  Authority:  20  U.S.C.  1424(a). 

Title  of  Program:  Program  for  Children 
with  Severe  Disabilities.  CFDA  No. 
84.086. 

Purpose:  To  provide  Federal  financial 
assistance  for  demonstration  or 
development,  research,  training,  and 
dissemination  activities  for  children 
with  severe  disabilities,  including  deaf¬ 
blindness. 

Proposed  Priorities:  In  accordance 
with  ffie  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR]  at 


34  CFR  75.105(c](3],  the  Secretary  will 
give  an  absolute  preference  under  this 
program  to  applications  that  respond  to 
the  following  priorities;  that  is,  the 
Secretary  will  select  for  funding  only 
those  applications  proposing  projects 
that  meet  these  priorities. 

Priority  1:  Outreach:  Serving  Students 
with  Severe  Disabilities  in  Integrated 
Environments 

'The  purpose  of  this  priority  is  to 
improve  and  ensure  the  quality  of 
educational  service  delivery  to  children 
and  youth  with  severe  disabilities  in 
integrated  settings.  'This  priority  will 
support  projects  that  facilitate  the 
adoption  and  implementation  of 
validated  educational  models  or 
components  of  those  models  in 
additional  sites,  including  individual  or 
multiple  districts. 

Across  the  Nation  there  are 
educational  programs  interested  in 
serving  students  with  severe  disabilities 
in  integrated  settings.  While  methods 
and  procedures  that  have  proven  ability 
to  effectively  address  the  educational 
and  related  service  needs  of  students 
with  severe  disabilities  in  integrated 
settings  have  been  identified,  many 
educational  programs  are  either 
unaware  of  these  methods,  procedures, 
and  models  or  the  models  are  not 
readily  available  in  their  schools, 
communities,  or  States.  Consequently, 
these  programs  are  often  limited  in  their 
ability  to  provide  effective  educational 
and  related  services  to  students  with 
severe  disabilities  in  integrated  settings. 
This  priority  would  increase  the 
capacity  of  local  school  districts  or  State 
educational  agencies  to  serve  students 
with  severe  disabilities  in  integrated 
school  and  community  settings  as  a 
result  of  its  product  development  and 
dissemination,  training,  or 
demonstration  site-development 
activities. 

Project  Design:  The  practices  to  be 
implemented  during  the  outreach 
activities  may  focus  on,  but  are  not 
limited  to,  transition  from  school  to 
adult  life,  the  use  of  activity-based 
curricula,  non-aversive  behavior 
management,  facilitating  social 
relationships  in  school  and  community 
settings,  or  strategies  that  faciUtate  the 
integration  of  students  with  severe 
disabilities  into  neighborhood  schools. 

The  models  or  components  to  be 
implemented  must: 

(a]  Be  based  on  current  theory  and 
research  and  provide  evidence  of  the 
validity  of  the  model  or  components; 

(b]  Match  the  needs  of  the  proposed 
sites;  and 
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(c)  Describe  the  process  of  model 
implementation  in  terms  of  demands  of 
the  model  (e.g.,  expected  costs,  needed 
personnel,  staff  training,  equipment] 
upon  potential  users,  sequence  of  model 
implementation  activities,  and  perceived 
ability  of  model  users  to  satisfy  the 
demands  for  model  adoption. 

Outreach  activities  may  include,  but 
need  not  be  limited  to  (1)  product 
development  and  dissemination,  (2] 
training,  and  (3)  demonstration  site 
development. 

Projects  must  coordinate  their 
activities  with  appropriate  educational 
agencies,  adult  service  providers,  or 
personnel.  If  appropriate,  projects  must 
involve  students  with  severe  disabilities 
and  their  families  in  the  design, 
implementation,  and  evaluation  of 
project  activities. 

Evaluation:  Each  project  must: 

(a]  Clearly  deffne  the  outcomes 
expected  from  the  implementation 
activity; 

(b]  Include  strategies  for  evaluating 
the  effectiveness  of  the  implementation 
following  intervention;  and 

(c]  Document  changes  in  the  model  as 
a  result  of  implementation  across  all 
sites. 

Outcome  measures  must  include 
measures  of  model  effectiveness,  user 
satisfaction,  tidelity  of  implementation, 
cost  benefft  analysis,  and  child  change 
data,  if  appropriate. 

Dissemination:  Projects  must  prepare 
and  deliver  reports  as  described  at  20 
U.S.C.  1409(g). 

Priority  2:  Developing  Innovations  for 
Educating  Children  with  Severe 
Disabilities  Full-time  in  General 
Education  Classrooms 

This  priority  will  support  three-year 
research  projects  designed  to  develop, 
implement,  and  evaluate  specific 
strategies  that  result  in  effective  special 
education  and  related  service  delivery 
in  inclusive  general  education 
elementary  classrooms. 

As  we  enter  the  1990’s  there  is  a 
strong,  accelerating  parent  and 
professional  movement  promoting  the 
full  inclusion  of  students  with  severe 
disabilities  into  age-appropriate  general 
education  classes.  Providing  educational 
programs  that  balance  full  inclusion  and 
social  integration  with  an  age- 
appropriate  and  functional  curricula  will 
require  significant  change  from  both 
general  and  special  education.  This 
restructuring  of  educational  service 
delivery  drives  the  need  for  innovations 
to  refine  or  “stretch”  the  system  as 
educators  investigate  strategies  to 
accommodate  students  with  diverse 
learning  characteristics. 


Projects  must  produce  a  set  of  tested 
strategies  to  provide  an  empirical  basis 
for  utilizing  and  refining  techniques  for 
accommodating  students  with  Averse 
learning  characteristics,  including  those 
with  severe  disabilities,  in  general 
education  elementary  classrooms. 

Project  outcomes  include  preliminary 
data-based  information  that  clearly 
describes  the  following:  (a)  the  supports 
and  conditions  required  to  provide 
effective  educational  and  related 
services;  (b)  procedures  to  ensure 
adequate  child  progress;  (c)  social 
interaction  with  classmates  and  peers; 

(d)  the  structure  of  classroom  activities 
and  materials  to  meet  multiple 
instructional  needs;  and  (e)  efficient 
utilization  of  personnel  and  resources. 

Project  Design:  Projects  must  present 
a  synthesis  of  relevant  extant  research 
to  serve  as  a  conceptual  and  empirical 
basis  for  the  proposed  innovative 
activities.  The  proposed  innovations 
must  extend  the  freld's  knowledge  base 
on  the  use  of  inclusive  practices  in 
general  education  elementary 
classrooms.  Projects  must  address — 

(a)  The  supports  and  conditions 
required  to  provide  effective  educational 
and  related  services  in  general 
education  classrooms;  and 

(b)  How  educational  and  related 
services  can  be  delivered  in  general 
education  classrooms  to  ensure 
adequate  child  progress. 

Project  activities  must  be  carried  out 
in  integrated  elementary  school 
environments,  and  projects  must 
measure  the  initial  or  baseline  levels  of 
social  and  physical  integration  in  these 
settings  prior  to  the  proposed  innovative 
activities. 

The  Secretary  particularly  invites 
projects  that  address  one  or  more  of  the 
following  questions: 

(a)  What  strategies  (e.g.,  cooperative 
learning  groups,  peer  tutors,  circles  of 
friends)  promote  the  active  and  effective 
involvement  of  classmates  in  inclusive 
educational  programs? 

(b)  What  classroom  activities  and 
materials  ensme  meaningful  student 
participation  and  meet  multiple 
instructional  needs?  How  are  classroom 
activities  and  use  of  materials  best 
structured? 

(c)  How  are  personnel  best  utilized  for 
direct  service  and  technical  assistance? 
What  staffing  patterns  are  employed  for 
inclusive  educational  prpgrams  (e.g.,  use 
of  consultant  teacher,  paraprofessionals, 
team  teaching)  and  how  do  these 
patterns  change  over  time? 

However,  in  accordance  with  EDGAR 
at  34  CFR  75.105(c)(1),  an  application 
that  meets  this  invitational  priority 
receives  no  competitive  or  absolute 
preference  over  applications  that  meet 


the  general  priority  described  in  this 
notice. 

Projects  must  demonstrate  on-going 
collaborative  relationships  among 
personnel  from  the  local  educational 
agencies  where  the  innovative  activity 
will  be  implemented,  and,  as 
appropriate,  among  the  State 
educational  agencies,  institutions  of 
higher  education,  and  other  State  or 
local  agencies  involved  in  serving 
students  with  severe  disabilities. 
Procedures  to  ensure  involvement  of 
parents  and  school  personnel  (e.g., 
building  administration,  general  and 
special  educators,  related  services 
personnel)  in  the  proposed  innovation 
must  be  developed.  It  is  anticipated  that 
the  LEAs  involved  in  the  innovation  will 
contribute  teaching  staff  and 
administrative  support.  Coordination 
and  collaboration  among  the  projects 
fimded  under  this  priority  is  encouraged 
and  OSEP  personnel  will  assist  in  this 
effort. 

Evaluation:  Project  evaluation  must 
employ  methodology  that  accurately 
assesses  the  impact  of  the  innovative 
strategies  on  (a)  the  general  education 
classroom  where  students  with  severe 
disabilities  are  educated  on  a  full-time 
basis,  and  (b)  student  outcomes, 
including  adaptive  behavior  and 
achievement.  Projects  are  encouraged  to 
use  quantitative  and  qualitative 
research  methods  to  ensure  a  reliable 
and  thorough  analysis  of  the  classroom 
innovations.  Projects  must  use 
procedural  reliability  checks  and  obtain 
social  validity  measures  for  students, 
parents,  and  school  personnel.  To  the 
extent  possible,  strategies  demonstrated 
to  be  effective  in  the  initial  setting 
should  be  implemented  and  evaluated  in 
other  settings  to  determine  the 
replicability  of  project  findings. 

As  a  part  of  project  evaluation 
requirements,  each  project  shall  collect 
and  report  cost  as  well  as  effects  data 
related  to  the  use  of  the  innovative 
strategies. 

Dissemination:  Projects  must  prepare 
and  deliver  reports  as  described  at  20 
U.S.C.  1409(g). 

Priority  3:  Social  Relationships 
Research  Institute  for  Children  and 
Youth  with  Severe  Disabilities 

The  purpose  of  this  priority  is  to 
support  one  cooperative  agreement  to 
establish  a  Social  Relationships 
Research  Institute  to  develop,  field-tesi, 
and  disseminate  information  on  social 
support  strategies  to  increase  the  social 
integration  of  children  and  youth  with 
severe  disabilities  in  school, 
neighborhood,  employment,  and 
community  settings.  The  goals  of  the 
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institute  are  (a)  to  produce  validated 
procedures  for  the  development  and 
maintenance  of  social  relationships  that 
promote  positive  lifestyle  changes 
among  children  and  youth  with  severe 
disabilities,  and  (b)  to  encourage 
utilization  of  those  procedures  in 
integrated  settings  by  policy  makers  and 
program  implementers. 

Although  signiHcant  strides  have  been 
made  in  increasing  opportunities  for 
social  integration  of  children  and  youth 
with  severe  disabilities  in  school  and 
community  settings,  recent  research 
indicates  that  many  of  these  individuals 
often  have  few,  if  any,  friends  or  social 
supports  outside  of  their  family.  Poor 
interpersonal  skills  paired  with  lack  of 
social  supports  are  reportedly  the 
reasons  why  many  adults  with  severe 
disabilities  leave  integrated  employment 
settings.  Other  studies  suggest  that 
students  with  disabilities  have 
infrequent  and  inconsistent  interactions 
with  their  nondisabled  peers  in 
integrated  school  settings  when  social 
interaction  programs  and  supports  are 
absent. 

Despite  a  broad  consensus  that  social 
integration  is  of  critical  importance  in 
the  lives  of  children  and  youth  with 
severe  disabilities  and  their  families, 
there  is  a  wide  gap  between  that  belief 
and  the  use  of  systematic  intervention 
efforts  to  promote  social  integration  and 
support.  There  is  little  empirical 
information  to  assist  policy  makers  and 
program  implementers  in  ensuring  that 
individuals  with  severe  disabilities  are 
socially  integrated  in  school, 
neighborhood,  work,  and  community 
settings. 

The  research  institute  resulting  from 
this  priority  will  have  the  potential 
impact  of  increasing  social  integration 
•  and  improving  the  quality  of  life  for 
individuals  with  severe  disabilities  and 
their  families.  The  institute’s  activities 
must  produce  an  empirical  basis  for  the 
selection  and  utilization  of  strategies  to 
increase  the  social  integration  of 
children  and  youth  with  severe 
disabilities  in  school,  neighborhood, 
community,  and  employment  settings. 
The  research  institute  must  generate 
preliminary  data-based  information  that 
describes  ^e  strategies,  supports,  and 
conditions  that  facilitate  the 
development  and  maintenance  of  social 
relationships  among  people  with  severe 
disabilities  and  their  peers  without 
disabilities. 

Project  Design:  The  institute  must 
present  a  synthesis  of  relevant  extant 
research  to  serve  as  a  conceptual  and 
empirical  basis  for  the  proposed  social 
relationship  research  and  development 
activities.  The  institute’s  activities  must 
extend  the  field’s  knowledge  base  on  the 


us?  of  practices  that  promote  social 
relationships  among  children  and  youth 
with  severe  disabilities  and  their  peers 
in  integrated  school  and  community 
settings.  Project  activities  must  be 
carried  out  in  integrated  school  and 
community  environments  and  the 
institute  must  clearly  measure  initial 
levels  of  social  and  physical  integration 
in  these  settings  prior  to  the  proposed 
activity. 

The  program  of  research  and 
development  activities  must  be 
conducted  in  a  maimer  that  clearly 
demonstrates  how  the  strands  of 
research  relate  to  one  another.  The 
program  of  research  activities  must 
address,  but  is  not  limited  to — 

(a)  The  nature  of  social  relationships 
and  the  development  of  friendships 
between  individuals  with  severe 
disabilities  and  their  nondisabled  peers 
(e.g.,  type,  quantity,  quality,  and 
duration)  in  integrated  school,  work,  and 
community  settings; 

(b)  The  scope  of  social  support  needs 
across  individuals  and  how  tfiey  vary 
over  time  and  across  situations; 

(c)  The  strategies  for  providing 
effective  support  in  elementary  schools, 
middle  and  junior  high  schools,  high 
schools,  work  settings,  neighborhoods, 
and  community  recreation  programs; 

(d)  How  to  create  social  networks  that 
provide  multiple  supports  across  school, 
neighborhood,  employment,  and 
community  settings; 

(e)  Identifying  and  fostering  naturally 
occurring  opportimities  where  social 
relationships  can  develop; 

(f)  How  strategies  for  peer 
involvement  vary  across  chronological 
ages  and  settings  (e.g.,  pre-school,  lower 
elementary,  upper  elementary,  etc.);  and 

(g)  How  social  relationships,  supports, 
and  networks  are  influenced  by 
transitions  and  whether  they  can  be 
maintained  during  periods  of 
transition — from  segregated  to 
integrated  programs,  from  elementary  to 
middle  and  junior  high  school,  from 
middle  and  junior  high  school  to  high 
school,  and  from  school  to  work. 

The  institute  must  demonstrate  on¬ 
going  collaborative  relationships  among 
personnel  from  the  settings  where  the 
project  activities  will  be  implemented, 
and,  as  appropriate,  among  EHEs  and 
other  State  or  local  agencies  involved  in 
serving  students  with  severe  disabilities. 
Procedures  to  promote  involvement  of 
peers,  parents,  and  school  personnel 
(e.g.,  building  administration,  general 
and  special  educators,  related  services 
personnel)  and  relevant  community 
human  service  agencies  in  the  proposed 
project  must  be  clearly  delineated. 

Close  coordination  and  collaboration 
among  the  research  institute  project 


funded  under  this  priority  and  projects 
funded  imder  the  Research  in  ^cial 
Relationships  priority  established  under 
the  Services  for  Children  and  Youth 
with  Deaf-Blindness  Program  is 
required.  Department  personnel  will 
assist  with  these  collaborative  efforts. 
The  research  institute  project  director, 
project  directors  of  the  social 
relationships  research  projects,  and 
OSEP  personnel  shall  meet  annually  and 
will  work  together  to  ensure  that  project 
findings  are  disseminated  in  a  organized 
manner.  The  research  institute  funded 
under  this  priority  must  produce  and 
disseminate  at  least  one  monograph 
concerning  the  findings  and  describing 
promising  practices  for  promoting  social 
relationships.  Monographs  must  include, 
as  appropriate,  relevant  information  and 
findings  from  the  projects  funded  under 
the  Research  in  Social  Relationships 
priority  established  under  the  Services 
for  Children  and  Youth  with  Deaf- 
Blindness  Program. 

Evaluation:  Project  design  and 
evaluation  must  use  methodology  that 
can  accurately  describe  the  complex 
nature  of  social  relationships  as  well  as 
the  impact  of  interventions  on  student 
lifestyle  outcomes.  The  institute  is 
encouraged  to  employ  both  qualitative 
and  quantitative  research  methodologies 
to  ensure  a  reliable  and  thorough 
analysis  of  various  social  relationship 
support  strategies.  The  institute  must 
employ  periodic  procedural  reliability 
checks  and  obtain  social  validity 
measures  for  students,  peers,  parents, 
and  school  personnel.  To  the  extent 
possible,  strategies  demonstrated  to  be 
effective  are  to  be  implemented  and 
evaluated  across  new  settings  to 
determine  the  replicability  of  project 
findings. 

The  Secretary  will  approve  one 
cooperative  agreement  with  a  project 
period  of  60  months  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  34  CFR  75.253(a)  for 
continuation  awards.  In  determining 
whether  to  continue  the  institute  for  the 
final  two  years  of  the  project  period,  in 
addition  to  considering  factors  in  34  CFR 
75.253(a),  the  Secretary  also  will 
consider  the  recommendation  of  a 
review  team  consisting  of  three  external 
experts  selected  by  the  Secretary.  The 
services  of  the  review  team  are  to  be 
performed  during  the  research  institute’s 
second  year  prior  to  the  submission  of 
the  third  year  continuation  award.  Costs 
associated  with  the  services  of  the 
three-member  review  team  (estimated  to 
be  approximately  $3,000  total)  are  to  be 
incorporated  into  the  applicant’s 
proposed  budget.  In  developing  its 
recommendation,  the  review  team  will 
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consider,  among  other  factors,  the 
following: 

(a)  The  timdiness  and  the 
effectiveness  with  which  all 
requirements  of  the  negotiated 
cooperative  agreement  have  been  or  are 
being  met  by  the  recipient  of  the 
cooperative  agreement:  and 

(b)  The  degree  to  which  the  institute's 
research  design  and  methodological 
procedures  demonstrate  the  potential  for 
producing  significant  new  knowledge 
and  products. 

Dissemination:  Projects  must  prepare 
and  deliver  reports  as  described  at  20 
U.S.C.  1409(g). 

Priority  4:  Model  Inservice  Training 
Projects 

The  purpose  of  this  priority  is  to 
support  capacity  building  projects  that 
develop,  demonstrate,  evaluate,  and 
disseminate  model  inservice  training 
activities  (and  accompanying  materials) 
that  will  prepare  administrators, 
teachers,  paraprofessionals,  and  related 
service  personnel  to  provide,  coordinate, 
and  enhance  services  that  result  in 
children  and  youth  with  severe 
disabilities  being  educated  in  general 
education  classrooms  and  conununity 
settings. 

One  of  the  major  issues  facing  special 
education  today  is  the  lack  of  qualified 
personnel  to  meet  the  educational  needs 
of  individuals  with  severe  disabilities. 
Inservice  training  is  one  strategy  for 
meeting  the  needs  of  existing  personnel 
by  specifically  targeting  training  to 
identified  ne^s.  *11118  strategy  can  be 
used  to  (1)  enhance  the  skills  of 
personnel  currently  working  with 
students  with  severe  disabilities;  (2) 
supplement  training  to  regular 
educators;  or  (3)  train  personnel  who 
have  not  previously  worked  with 
students  with  severe  disabilities.  In 
addition  to  meeting  the  immediate  need 
for  trained  personnel  this  priority  will 
require  the  packaging  of  the  inservice 
training  mo^l  in  a  way  that  will 
increase  the  likelihood  that  effective 
training  practices  will  be  adopted  by 
others. 

Project  Design:  Model  inservice 
training  projects  must  provide  inservice 
training  for  professionals, 
paraprofessionals.  or  both,  who  are 
currently  providing  education  or  related 
services  to  children  and  youth  vrith 
severe  disabilities,  or  to  those 
individuals  who  through  retraining  could 
provide  those  educational  services.  The 
projects  may  be  State  or  regional  in 
scope.  The  projects  must  (1)  delineate  a 
conceptual  framework  upon  which 
trainii^  is  to  be  based,  including  the 
provision  of  services  in  general 
education  classrooms  and  community 


settings;  (2)  identify  the  target  audience 
to  be  trained,  including  their  roles  and 
responsibilities;  (3)  identify  the  changes 
required  in  those  roles  or 
responsibilities  to  serve  individuals  with 
severe  disabilities;  (4)  identify  the  skills 
needed  to  implement  the  new  roles  or 
responsibilities;  (5)  determine  how  the 
tra^oing  will  meet  identified  needs 
within  the  proposed  service  area;  and 
(6)  determine  the  content  of  training  and 
the  format  for  delivery  of  training 
activities.  In  addition  to  initial  training, 
the  projects  must  include  an  array  of 
follow-up  and  support  activities  ^at 
ensure  that  personnel  participating  in 
the  training  acquire  the  skills  being 
taught  and  utilize  that  knowledge  in 
meeting  the  education  and  related 
service  needs  of  children  and  youth  with 
severe  disabilities  in  general  education 
classrooms  or  commimity  settings. 

*1116  projects  must  directly  train 
personnel  to  facilitate  education  in  the 
least  restrictive  educational 
environment 

The  Secretary  will  give  competitive 
preference  (by  awarding  up  to  10 
additional  points)  to  projects  that  do  all 
of  the  following; 

(a)  Collaborate  with  relevant  State 
agencies  for  the  Comprehensive  System 
of  Personnel  Development  under  part  B 
of  the  IDEA; 

(b)  Assure  that  inservice  trainees  will 
gain  credit  from  the  training  and  that  the 
credit  will  apply  towards  a  degree, 
certification,  recertification,  or  licensure; 
and 

(c)  Assure  through  supplemental 
funding  from  State  or  ofiier  sources  that 
the  inservice  training  model,  if  proven 
effective,  will  become  the  basis  for,  or 
will  be  incorporated  into,  an  ongoing 
system  of  professional  development  for 
personnel  serving  children  and  youth 
with  severe  disabilities. 

The  Secretary  particularly  invites 
projects  that  focus  on — 

(a)  Community  based,  age 
appropriate,  functional  skills  training; 

(b)  Nonaversive  behavior 
management  in  general  education  and 
community  settings; 

(c)  Assistive  technology  to  enhance 
participation  and  communication  in 
general  education  and  community 
settings; 

(d)  Strategies  for  facilitating 
interactions  between  students  with 
severe  disabilities  and  their  nondisabled 
peers;  and 

(e)  Training  educational  personnel 
from  grotqis  who  have  been  traditionally 
imderrepresented. 

However,  in  accordance  with  EDGAR 
at  34  CFR  75.105(c)(1),  an  application 
that  meets  diis  invitational  priority 
receives  no  cmiqmtitive  or  absolute 


preference  over  applications  that  meet 
the  general  priority  described  in  this 
notice. 

Evaluation:  Projects  must  evaluate  the 
inservice  training  model  through  direct 
assessment  of  participant  skills 
following  the  training  and  after  a  period 
of  time.  At  least  some  measures  must  be 
based  on  direct  observation  of  trainees 
in  the  educational  or  community  setting 
using  standardized  observational  rating 
techniques.  Projects  must  be  consistent 
with  personnel  standards,  certification, 
or  licensing  requirements  in  the  States 
where  training  is  to  occur. 

As  a  part  of  project  evaluation 
requirements,  each  project  shall  collect 
and  report  cost  as  well  as  effects  data 
related  to  use  of  the  training  models. 

Dissemination:  Projects  must  prepare 
and  deliver  reports  as  described  at  20 
U.S.C.  1409(g).  The  information  resulting 
from  these  projects  must  be  packaged  to 
include  all  materials  validated  during 
the  model  inservice  training  effort. 

Priority  5:  State-Wide  Systems  Change 

The  purpose  of  this  priority  is  to 
support  projects  that  enhance  the 
capacity  of  States  to  serve  students  with 
severe  disabilities  (including  students 
with  deaf-blindness)  in  (a)  developing, 
in  conjunction  with  the  IDEA  part  B 
State  plan,  activities  to  improve  the 
quality  of  special  educaticm  and  related 
services  in  the  State  for  children  with 
severe  disabilities,  including  children 
with  deaf-blindness,  birth  through  21 
years  of  age,  and  to  change  the  delivery 
of  these  services  from  segregated  to 
integrated  envirorunents;  and  (b) 
significantly  increasing  the  number  of 
children  with  severe  disabilities 
(including  children  with  deaf-blindness) 
the  State  serves  in  regular  school 
settings,  alongside  their  same-aged 
nondisabled  peers. 

Project  Design:  Projects  under  this 
priority  must: 

(a)  Determine  resources  available  in 
the  State  to  provide  quality  services  to 
children  with  severe  disabilities 
(including  children  with  deaf-blindness), 
as  well  as  financial  resources  available 
through  other  agencies  or  parties; 

(b)  Coordinate  activities  with  the 
Deaf-Blind  State  and  Multi-State  project 
and  the  coordinator  of  services  for 
students  with  severe  disabilities; 

(c)  Establish  services  needed  to  assist 
these  children  and  youth  to  achieve 
their  hipest  potential  outcomes  in 
normalized,  nonsegregated  least 
restrictive  envirorunents.  These  services 
must  include  at  a  minimum — 

(1)  Delivery  of  integrated  educational 
services  that  include  providing  children 
with  severe  disabilities  (including 
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children  with  deaf-blindness)  who  are 
currently  being  served  in  segregated 
environments  with  special  educational 
and  related  services  in  schools  and 
classes  with  nondis^bled  children; 

(2)  Movement  of  participating  children 
and  youth  and  integration  into  less 
segregated  environments  with  the 
objective  of  facilitating  the  placement  of 
these  children  in  appropriate  regular 
school  settings; 

(3)  Delivery  of  curricula  relevant  to 
education  in  integrated  settings, 
including  the  teaching  of  social 
integration  skills,  community  referenced 
skills,  and  employment  skills; 

(4)  Activities  to  promote  acceptance 
of  children  and  youth  with  severe 
disabilities  (including  children  with 
deaf-blindness)  by  the  general  public 
through  increasing  both  the  quality  and 
frequency  of  meaningful  interaction  of 
these  children  and  youth  with 
nondisabled  peers  and  adults; 

(5)  Delivery  of  services  to  meet  the 
unique  needs  of  children  with  severe 
disabilities  (including  children  with 
deaf-blindness);  and 

(6)  Effective  involvement  of  families  in 
the  planning  and  delivery  of  services  to 
their  children  with  severe  disabilities 
(including  children  with  deaf-blindness); 

(d)  Early  in  the  first  year  of  operation, 
establish  a  project  advisory  board 
having  representation  of  parents  of 
project  children  with  severe  disabilities 
(including  parents  of  project  children 
with  deaf-blindness),  providers  of 
services  to  this  population,  and  State 
and  professional  organizations,  that  are 
responsible  for  providing  significant 
input  on  project  management 
procedures;  and 

(e)  As  a  part  of  first  year  activities, 
formulate  and  implement  formal,  written 
policies  and  procedures  with  relevant 
State,  local,  and  professional 
organizations  for  coordinating  services 
provided  to  the  target  population  of 
children  with  severe  disabilities 
(including  children  with  deaf-blindness), 
including  the  elimination  of  overlapping 
and  redundant  services. 

Projects  must  provide  assurance  that 
the  educational  settings,  in  which  the 
project  sites  are  proposed,  represent 
least  restrictive  environments,  including 

(1)  placement  in  regular  school  settings; 

(2)  age  appropriate  educational  services; 
and  (3)  integrated  community  settings. 

Evaluation:  Projects  will  be  fimded 
through  cooperative  agreements  with 
the  Secretary  for  a  period  of  60  months 
subject  to  the  requirements  of  34  CFR 
75.253(a)  for  continuation  awards.  In 
determining  whether  to  continue  the 
project  for  the  last  two  years  of  the 
project  period,  in  addition  to  considering 
the  factors  in  34  CFR  75.253(a),  the 


Secretary  will  consider  the 
recommendation  of  a  review  team 
consisting  of  three  external  experts 
selected  by  the  Secretary  and 
designated  Federal  program  officials. 
Costs  associated  with  ^e  services  to  be 
performed  by  the  three  external 
members  of  the  review  team  are  to  be 
incorporated  into  the  applicant’s 
proposed  budget.  In  developing  its 
recommendation,  the  review  team  will 
consider,  among  other  factors,  the 
following: 

(a)  The  timeliness  and  the 
effectiveness  with  which  all 
requirements  of  the  negotiated 
cooperative  agreement  have  been  or  are 
being  met  by  Ae  recipient  and  its 
subgrantees; 

(b)  The  degree  to  which  the  applicant 
demonstrated  activities  to  improve  the 
quality  of  special  education  and  related 
services  in  the  State  for  children  and 
youth  with  severe  disabilities  (including 
children  with  deaf-blindness),  birth 
through  21  years  of  age,  and  to  change 
the  delivery  of  these  services  firom 
segregated  to  integrated  environments; 
and 

(c)  The  effectiveness  of  the  project’s 
activities,  including  comparing  the 
number  of  children  and  youth  with 
severe  disabilities  (including  children 
with  deaf-blindness)  in  the  State  who 
are  served  in  regular  school  settings, 
alongside  their  same-aged  nondisabled 
peers,  with  the  number  of  children  who 
were  served  in  those  settings  at  the 
onset  of  the  project. 

Projects  must  implement  an 
evaluation  plan  that  measiures  (a)  the 
improvement  of  special  education  and 
related  services  in  the  State  for  children 
and  youth  with  severe  disabilities 
(including  children  with  deaf-blindness); 
(b)  the  movement  of  children  and  youth 
with  severe  disabilities  (including 
children  with  deaf-blindness)  in  the 
State  fi-om  segregated  settings  to  regular 
school  settings,  alongside  their  same- 
aged  nondisabled  peers;  and  (c)  the 
effectiveness  of  all  project  activities. 

Dissemination:  Projects  must  prepare 
and  deliver  reports  as  described  at  20 
U.S.C.  1409(g). 

(Program  Authority:  20  U.S.C.  1424(a)) 

Title  of  Program:  Secondary 
Education  and  Transitional  Services  for 
Youth  with  Disabilities  Program. 

CFDA  No.  84.158. 

Purpose:  To  assist  youth  with 
disabilities  in  the  transition  from 
secondary  school  to  postsecondary 
environments,  such  as  competitive  or 
supported  employment,  and  to  ensme 
that  secondary  special  education  and 
transitional  services  result  in 


competitive  or  supported  employment 
for  youth  with  disabilities. 

Priorities:  In  accordance  with  the 
Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR)  at 
34  CFR  75.105(c)(3),  the  Secretary  will 
give  an  absolute  preference  under  this 
program  to  applications  that  respond  to 
the  following  priorities;  that  is,  the 
Secretary  will  select  for  funding  only 
those  applications  proposing  projects 
that  meet  these  priorities. 

Priority  1:  Model  Demonstration 
Projects  to  Identify,  Recruit,  Train,  and 
Place  Youth  with  Disabilities  Who 
Have  Dropped  Out  of  School 

This  priority  supports  model 
demonstration  projects  implementing 
effective  strategies  to  identify,  recruit, 
train,  and  place  youth  with  disabilities 
who  have  dropped  out  of  school. 

Projects  must  develop  techniques  for 
locating  and  recruiting  youth  with 
disabilities  who  have  dropped  out  of 
school  and  must  identify  the  unique 
curriculum  modifications  and  supports 
that  are  needed  to  ensure  their  program 
participation  and  completion. 

This  priority  is  being  established 
because  of  high  dropout  rates  of  youth 
with  disabilities.  States  reported  to 
OSEP  that  during  the  1988-89  school 
year  approximately  25%  of  youth  who 
exited  special  education  were  dropouts. 
Ninety  percent  of  these  dropouts  were 
sixteen  or  seventeen  years  of  age. 
Studies  by  State  and  local  education 
agencies  indicate  that  the  dropout  rate 
of  students  with  disabilities  is  between 
31%  and  35%,  with  even  higher  rates  in 
urban  areas.  Other  studies  have  shown 
that  low  socioeconomic  status  is  also 
related  to  high  dropout  rates  among 
students  wiUi  disabilities.  Youth  in 
special  education  drop  out  of  school  at  a 
higher  rate  than  their  nondisabled  peers. 
Poor  academic  performance,  the 
presence  of  a  disability,  attitude  of  the 
youth  toward  school,  and  disciplinary 
problems  are  cited  as  major  reasons  for 
dropping  out. 

In  FY  1990,  projects  were  funded 
under  the  Research  in  Education  of  the 
Handicapped  Program  that  focus  on 
junior-high-school-aged  students  who 
are  certified  as  learning  disabled  or 
emotionally  disturbed  and  are  at  risk  of 
leaving  school  prior  to  completion. 
These  projects  will  design  and  field  test 
interventions  to  enhance  students’ 
continued  participation  in  school. 
However,  these  projects  do  not  address 
students  who  have  already  dropped  out 
of  school.  Although  training  and 
employment  projects  currently 
supported  by  the  Secondary  Education 
and  Transitional  Services  Program  are 
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required  to  serve  youth  who  have 
recently  left  scho^  the  dropout 
population  has  not  been  a  primary 
focus. 

Project  Design:  The  dmnonstration 
models  for  youth  who  have  dropped  out 
of  school  must  be  based  on  a  conceptual 
framework  that  is  founded  on  tested 
theory  and  research,  and  that  provides  a 
basis  for  the  unique  strategies  and 
approaches  that  are  incorporated  into 
the  model.  Significant  efforts  have 
occurred  to  demonstrate  that  youth  with 
disabilities  can  make  successful 
transitions  from  school  to  the 
workplace.  However,  attention  must  be 
given  to  the  development  and  validation 
of  unique  strategies  to  locate  and 
motivate  dropouts  to  participate  in 
programs  intended  to  provide  them  the 
skills  necessary  to  live  and  work  in  their 
communities. 

The  strategies  identified  in  the  project 
design  should  address  solutions  to  the 
problems  associated  with  the  transition 
from  school  to  integrated  postsecondary 
environments,  such  as  competitive  or 
supported  employment,  postsecondary 
education,  vocational  training, 
continuing  education,  adult  services,  or 
community-based  living  alternatives. 
Particular  attention  must  be  placed  on 
(1)  the  identification  and  recruitment  of 
youth  who  dn^  out;  (2)  the  development 
of  responsive  programs  to  enlist  and 
maintain  their  participation;  and  (3)  the 
assistance  and  support  necessary  to 
ensure  program  completion. 

Projects  supported  under  this  priority 
must  emphasize  one  or  more  of  tiie 
following  activities: 

(a)  Developing  working  agreements 
and  medianisms  between  public  schools 
and  adult  programs  in  integrated,  age 
appropriate  environments  for  the 
provision  of  special  education  or  related 
services.  These  programs  could  provide 
services  to  youth  until  they  reach  the 
States’  maximum  age  for  receiving 
special  education  services; 

(b)  Providing  intensive  instruction  to 
prepare  the  dropout  population  with 
functional  skills  necessary  to  live  and 
work  in  the  community.  Tim  instruction 
must  have  a  direct  impact  on  a  youth’s 
ability  to  improve  his  or  her  potential  for 
attaining  successful  outcomes; 

(c)  Identifying  individuals,  agencies, 
or  community-based  organizations  that 
may  have  s^oificant  influence  in 
encouraging  youth  to  participate  in 
appropriately  designed  transition 
programs; 

(d)  Incorporating  successful  Projects 
With  Indu^ry  (PWI)  models  or 
components  of  models  supported  under 
the  job  Training  Partner^ip  Act  (JTPA) 
into  the  design  of  the  {Hoposed 
transition  programs  services;  and 


(e)  Developing  and  implementing 
procedures  to  (1)  analyze  the  various 
factors  that  influence  the  indhidual’s 
decision  to  drop  out;  (2)  profile 
significant  characteristics  and  develop 
ini^cators  of  “risk  of  dropping  out’’  for 
youth  currently  enrolled  in  school;  and 
(3)  modify  or  change  school  and 
cxirriculum  barriers  to  enhance  the 
participation  of  youth  who  have  left 
school  based  on  that  information. 

'The  following  activities  must  be 
included  in  the  implementation  of  the 
project: 

Follow-up  and  Long-Term  Support: 
Projects  that  place  youth  with 
disabilities  in  jobs  or  community 
residential  settings  must  provide  for 
sufficient  follow-up  and  linkage  to 
providers  of  long-term  support. 

Setting:  Services  must  be  provided  in 
integrated,  age-appropriate 
environments  in  order  to  reduce  or 
eliminate  the  stigma  that  may  have  been 
associated  with  previous  non-responsive 
enviroiunents.  TTiese  environments 
would  facilitate  the  interaction  between 
project  participants  and  their 
nondisabled  peers  and  would  include 
community  colleges  and  other  agencies 
that  ofier  postsecondary  adult  education 
services. 

Collaboration:  Projects  must 
collaborate  with  the  following  persons 
and  entities  in  the  design, 
implementation,  and  testing  of  the 
model: 

(1)  Prospective  project  participants 
and  adults  with  disabilities  or  advocacy 
organizations  for  persons  with 
disabilities,  through  such  activities  as 
advisory  committees. 

(2)  Employers,  State  vocational 
rehabilitation  agencies,  and  other 
providers  of  adult  services. 

If  the  applicant  is  not  a  local 
educational  agency,  a  clear  statement  of 
commitment  firom  the  local  educational 
agency  indicating  access  to  student 
records  (subject  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Family  Vocational  Rights  and 
Privacy  Act  (20  U.S.C  123^)), 
willingness  to  participate  in  the 
program,  and  assurance  to  restructure 
current  practices  based  on  project 
outcomes,  must  be  provided  by  the 
participating  agency. 

Personnel:  At  least  one  key  staff 
person  (Project  Director  or  V)ject 
Cocvdinator)  must  have  a  background  in 
the  implementation  of  programs  for 
school  dropouts  with  disabilities  and 
commit  more  than  50  percent  of  his  or 
her  time  to  the  project 

Evaluation:  Outcome  measures  must 
be  develqped  and  used  by  the  project  to 
determine  how  elective  the  strategies 
are  in  keeping  students  in  an 
educational  program  and  preparing  tiie 


targeted  population  to  live  and  work  in 
the  community. 

As  a  part  of  project  evaluation 
requirements,  each  project  shall  collect 
and  report  cost  as  well  as  effects  data 
related  to  use  of  the  strategies 
demonstrated. 

Dissemination:  Projects  must  prepare 
and  deliver  reports  as  described  at  20 
U.S.C.  1409(g). 

Priority  2:  Model  Demonstration 
Projects  to  Identify  and  Teach  Skills 
Necessary  for  Se^-Determination 

The  purpose  of  this  priority  is  to 
support  model  demonstration  projects 
that  identify  the  skills  and 
characteristics  necessary  for  self- 
determination,  as  well  as  the  in-school 
and  out-of-school  experiences  that  lead 
to  the  development  of  self- 
determinaticm.  Self-determination  refers 
to  the  attitudes  and  abilities  that  lead 
individuals  to  define  goals  for 
themselves  and  to  take  the  initiative  in 
achieving  those  goals.  Some  of  the 
personal  characteristics  associated  with 
self-determination  are  assertiveness, 
creativity,  self-advocacy,  and  decision¬ 
making. 

This  priority  is  being  proposed 
because  of  the  many  pervasive 
stereotypes  that  indicate  that  persons 
with  disabilities  are  incapable  of  making 
decisions  that  affect  their  lives.  The  lack 
of  involvement  of  persons  with 
disabilities  in  program  and  policy 
decision-making  is  assumed  to  stem 
from  the  lack  of  decision-making  at  the 
individual  level.  Decisions  affecting 
persons  with  disabilities  have 
traditionally  been  made  by  others. 
Children  and  youth  with  disabilities 
typically  proceed  fiom  having  parents 
make  decisions  for  them  to  having 
doctors,  social  workers,  or  other  support 
personnel  make  decisions  for  them. 
Many  of  those  who  have  attended  more 
segregated  educational  programs  often 
find  their  ability  to  make  their  own 
decisions  even  more  restricted.  This 
sometimes  results  in  persons  with 
disabilities  leaving  school  unprepared 
and  confused  when  confront^  with  the 
need  to  take  responsibility  for  the 
decisions  affecting  their  lives. 

Project  Design:  Projects  must  involve 
youth  with  disabilities,  their  families, 
and  adults  with  disabilities  in 
developing  a  model  that  incorporates  (1) 
the  types  of  experiences  and 
responsibilities  that  are  important  in 
developing  the  skills  and  characteristics 
necessary  for  self-determination;  and  (2j 
the  range  of  opportunities  or  potential 
opportunities  in  school  and  out  of  school 
in  integrated,  community  settings  that 
could  provide  these  experiences  that 
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develop  self-determination.  Projects 
must  then  develop  strategies  to 
systematically  involve  youth  with 
disabilities  in  the  types  of  activities  that 
foster  assertiveness,  creativity,  self- 
advocacy,  and  other  skills  associated 
with  self-determination.  Projects  must 
also  develop  and  test  strategies  to  assist 
families  and  service  providers  in 
understanding  the  importance  of  self- 
determination  for  students  with 
disabilities  and  to  accept  and  support 
changes  in  roles  and  responsibilities  as 
youth  with  disabilities  exercise  self- 
determination. 

Projects  supported  under  this  priority 
must  emphasize  one  or  more  of  ^e 
following  activities; 

(a)  Identifying  or  developing  and 
testing  strategies  for  direct  instruction  of 
the  skills  necessary  for  self- 
determination  by  providing  in-school 
and  out-of-school  experiences  that  lead 
to  improved  abilities  to  engage  in 
activities  such  as  self-advocacy, 
defining  and  achieving  goals, 
assertiveness,  etc. 

(b)  Using  persons  with  disabilities  and 
nondisabl^  peers  to  act  as  role  models 
and  to  demonstrate  and  guide  project 
participants  in  appropriate  behavior 
consistent  with  the  principles  of  self- 
determination. 

(c)  Encouraging  the  active 
participation  of  youth  vnth  disabilities 
in  the  identiHcation,  planning, 
implementation,  and  evaluation  of  all 
their  present  and  future  service  needs. 

(dj  Involving  youth  and  adults  with 
disabilities  in  structured  activities  or  a 
series  of  activities  to  assist  families  and 
service  providers  in  imderstanding  the 
importance  of  self-determination  for 
students  with  disabilities  and  to  accept 
and  support  changes  in  roles  and 
responsibilities  as  this  population 
exercises  the  principles  of  self- 
determination. 

(e)  Identifying  or  developing  and 
testing  other  innovative  strategies  that 
meet  ^e  intent  of  this  priority. 

Collaboration:  Projects  must 
collaborate  with  the  following  persons 
or  entities  in  the  design,  implementation, 
and  testing  of  the  project:  prospective 
project  participants,  adults  with 
disabilities,  and  advocacy  organizations 
for  persons  with  disabilities. 

Personnel:  At  least  one  key  staff 
person  (Project  Director  or  Project 
Coordinator)  must  have  a  background  in 
self-advocacy  or  consumer  organization 
and  commit  more  than  50%  of  his  or  her 
time  to  the  project.  It  is  strongly 
suggested  that  at  least  one  person  with  a 
disability  be  employed  as  one  of  the  key 
project  staff. 

Evaluation:  Outcome  measures  must 
be  developed  and  used  by  the  project  to 


determine  how  effective  the  strategies 
are  in  providing  youth  vdth  disabilities 
with  the  skills  associated  with  self- 
determination. 

As  a  part  of  project  evaluation 
requirements,  each  project  shall  collect 
and  report  cost  as  well  as  effects  data 
related  to  teaching  skills  necessary  for 
self-determination. 

Dissemination:  Projects  must  prepare 
and  deliver  reports  as  described  at  20 
U.S.C.  1409(g). 

Priority  3:  Research  Projects  on  the 
Transition  of  Special  Populations  to 
Integrated  Postsecondary  Environments 

This  priority  supports  research 
projects  on  effective  strategies  to 
provide  transitional  services  to  youth 
with  disabilities,  ages  sixteen  tluough 
twenty-one,  who  have  membership  in  a 
particular  special  population.  Projects 
must  focus  on  at  least  one  of  the 
follovnng  special  populations: 
Adjudicated  youth,  youth  with  serious 
emotional  disturbance,  and  youth  with 
severe  physical  disabilities  (including 
youth  with  tramnatic  brain  injiuy). 

This  priority  is  being  established 
because  strategies  focusing  on  these 
populations  have  generally  not  been 
represented  in  the  efforts  supported  to 
date  by  this  program.  According  to  the 
literature  and  past  project  experience, 
the  transition  needs  for  these 
populations  are  the  most  difficult  to 
accommodate  and  they  have  limited 
potential  for  successful  vocational  and 
living  outcomes.  A  few  practices  have 
been  developed  that  have  improved  the 
chances  of  success  for  these 
populations.  Technological  devices  and 
machine  adaptations  have  increased  the 
ability  of  those  with  severe  disabilities 
to  perform  complex  job  tasks. 

Iimovative  behavioral  techniques  have 
reduced  aberrant  behavior  in  youth  who 
are  seriously  emotionally  disturbed. 
Training  and  placement  in  “real”  jobs  in 
the  community  have  reduced  the 
recidivism  rate  of  adjudicated  youth 
with  disabilities.  However,  these 
practices  tend  to  be  expensive  and  have 
not  been  synthesized  into  models  that 
can  address  a  variety  of  circumstances 
and  be  implemented  in  typical  settings. 

Project  Design:  The  strategies 
identified  in  the  project  design  must 
provide  solutions  to  the  problems 
associated  with  the  transition  fiom 
school  to  integrated  postsecondary 
environments,  such  as  competitive  or 
supported  employment,  postsecondary 
education,  vocational  training, 
continuing  education,  adult  services,  or 
community-based  living  alternatives. 
Particular  attention  must  be  placed  on 
the  needs  of  students  who  are 
transitioning  from  one  setting  to  another 


or  to  multiple  settings.  For  example,  the 
needs  for  adjudicated  youth  may  require 
multiple  transitions  from  public  schools 
or  other  institutions,  fipom  the  institution 
to  other  institutions,  and  firom  the 
institution  to  the  workplace. 

Projects  supported  imder  this  priority 
must  emphasize  one  or  more  of  the 
following  activities: 

(a)  Identifying  or  developing  and 
testing  strategies  for  transitional  service 
programs  that  focus  on  individualized 
transition  case  management;  vocational 
training;  and  recreational,  leisure,  or 
social  skills. 

(b)  Conducting  comprehensive  follow¬ 
up  studies  for  the  targeted  population 
and  designing  exemplary  transitional 
services  based  on  the  findings. 

(c)  Developing  and  testing  the 
feasibility  of  cooperative  efforts 
between  education  agencies  and  adult 
service  agencies  to  provide 
comprehensive  transitional  services  to 
the  target  population. 

(d)  Identifying  or  developing  and 
testing  strategies  for  the  transfer  of 
assistive  teclmology  devices 
(commimication,  adaptive  equipment, 
etc.)  fi«m  the  educational  environment 
to  employment  and  other  community 
settings. 

The  following  activities  must  be 
addressed  in  the  implementation  of  the 
project: 

Follow-up  and  Long-Term  Support: 
Projects  that  place  youth  with 
disabilities  in  jobs  or  community 
residential  settings  must  provide  for 
sufficient  follow-up  and  linkages  to 
providers  of  long-term  support. 

Setting:  Projects  must  develop 
transition  strategies  in  integrated 
community  settings  rather  fiian  separate 
programs.  Projects  are  encouraged  to 
use  consortia  or  multi-site  approaches  to 
recruit  a  sufficient  number  of  project 
participants. 

Collaboration:  Projects  must 
collaborate  with  the  following  persons 
or  entities: 

(1)  Prospective  project  participants 
and  adults  with  disabilities  must  be 
involved  in  the  design,  implementation, 
and  testing  of  the  project  outcomes. 

(2)  If  appropriate,  parents  and  other 
family  members  must  be  involved  in  the 
transition  process. 

(3)  Employers.  State  vocational 
rehabilitation  agencies,  and  other 
providers  of  adult  services  must  be 
involved  in  the  design,  implementation, 
and  testing  of  the  project  outcomes. 

Personnel:  At  least  one  key  staff 
person  (Project  Director  or  Project 
Coordinator)  must  have  a  background  in 
research  methodology  and  commit  more 
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than  50%  of  his  or  her  time  to  the 
project. 

Evaluation:  Outcome  measures  must 
be  developed  and  used  by  the  project  to 
determine  how  effective  the  strategies 
are  in  preparing  the  targeted  population 
to  succeed  in  integrated  postsecondary 
environments. 

Dissemination:  Projects  must  prepare 
and  deliver  reports  as  described  at  20 
U.S.C.  1409(g). 

Priority  4:  Institute  to  Evaluate  and 
Provide  Technical  Assistance  to  States 
Implementing  Cooperative  Projects  to 
Improve  Transition  Services 

This  priority  supports  a  five-year 
cooperative  agreement  with  an 
institution  of  higher  education  or 
nonprofit  public  or  private  organization 
to  establish  an  institute  to  provide 
evaluation  and  technical  assistance  to 
States  implementing  cooperative 
projects  to  improve  transition  services 
authorized  under  section  626(e)  of  the 
IDEA.  Applications  submitted  under  this 
priority  will  be  evaluated  using  the 
selection  criteria  at  34  CFR  326.32. 

Project  Design:  The  project  must  — 

(a)  Evaluate  the  outcomes  of  the 
transition  services  resulting  fi'om  the 
activities  of  the  cooperative  projects, 
including  the  effect  of  the  services  on 
postsecondary  education,  job  training, 
employment,  and  other  appropriate 
outcomes; 

(b)  Evaluate  the  impact  of  the 
requirement  to  include  in  the 
individualized  education  program  a 
statement  of  needed  transition  services; 

(c)  Evaluate  the  extent  to  which,  in  the 
provision  of  the  transition  services, 
agencies  are  cooperating  effectively, 
including  evaluation  of  Ae  extent  of 
coordination  (1)  of  the  staff  of  the 
agencies,  (2)  of  procedures  regarding 
confidentiality,  (3)  of  assessment  of 
needs,  (4)  of  referrals,  and  (5)  regarding 
databases  and  training; 

(d)  Evaluate  the  extent  to  which 
obstacles  exist  regarding  cooperation 
and  coordination  among  agencies  in  the 
provision  of  the  transition  services,  and 
the  extent  to  which  Federal  and  State 
law  creates  disincentives  to  that 
cooperation  and  coordination; 

(e)  Evaluate  the  extent  to  which  the 
transition  services  have  been  provided 
in  a  cost-effective  manner, 

(f)  Determine  the  technical  assistance 
needed  by  each  participating  State  and 
develop  individual  State  technical 
assistance  plans  detailing  strategies  and 
activities  that  will  be  carried  out  for 
improving  transition  services; 

(g)  Make  recommendations  on  the 
manner  in  which  the  program  under 
Section  626(e)  of  the  IDEA  can  be 
improved;  and 


(h)  Provide  information  to  be  included 
in  the  annual  report  under  Section  618(g) 
of  the  IDEA,  which  reports  the  activities 
and  results  associated  with  the 
Institute’s  activities. 

Specifically,  the  institute  will  develop 
and  implement  the  following  evaluation 
and  technical  assistance  activities: 

Evaluation:  The  evaluation  activities 
must  consist  of  several  levels  of  data 
gathering  and  analysis.  First,  the 
institute  must  access  data  collected  by 
the  States  receiving  cooperative  grants 
and  conduct  analyses  of  aggregate  data. 
To  the  extent  appropriate,  the  institute 
must  conduct  meta-analyses  of 
intervention  effects  of  the  projects  or 
subsets  of  the  projects.  Second,  the 
institute  must  analyze  each  project  in 
terms  of  methodology  used  to  determine 
State  needs  and  activities  to  develop, 
implement,  and  improve  systems  to 
provide  transition  services  for  youth 
with  disabilities.  Third,  the  institute 
must  assess  how  States  improve  and 
increase  the  working  relationship  among 
education  personnel,  both  within  LEAs 
and  postsecondary  training  programs, 
relevant  State  agencies,  employers, 
rehabilitation  personnel,  local  and  State 
employment  agencies,  local  Private 
Industry  Coimcils  authorized  by  the  Job 
Partnership  Development  Act,  and  youth 
with  disabilities.  This  must  include  the 
evaluation  of  strategies  to  identify  and 
achieve  consensus  on  the  general  nature 
of  service  needs  and  the  specific 
application  of  transition  services  to 
meet  the  needs  of  youth  with 
disabilities.  Fourth,  the  institute  must 
evaluate  the  impact  of  including 
transition  services  in  students’ 
Individualized  Education  Programs 
(lEPs)  and  identify  which  segments  of 
the  population  are  most  difficult  to 
provide  transition  services.  Finally,  the 
institute  must  evaluate  the  extent  to 
which  the  transition  services  have  been 
provided  in  a  cost  effective  maimer. 

Technical  Assistance:  The  institute 
must  provide  technical  assistance  to 
State  grantees  to  enable  them  to  plan 
and  implement  their  cooperative  grant 
programs.  The  technical  assistance  must 
include  activities  to  assist  grantees — 

(1)  In  assessing  the  current 
availability,  access,  and  quality  of 
transition  services  for  youth  with 
disabilities  and  determine  how,  over 
five  years,  the  State  will  improve 
availability,  access,  and  quality  of 
transition  services; 

(2)  In  determining  strategies  for  using 
grant  funds  as  an  incentive  for  accessing 
and  using  the  expertise  and  resources  of 
programs,  projects,  and  activities  related 
to  transition  from  other  sources; 

(3)  In  providing  early  ongoing 
information  and  training  for  those 


involved  with  or  who  could  be  involved 
with  transition  services; 

(4)  In  providing  training  for  eligible 
youth  that  matches  labor  market  needs 
in  their  communities; 

(5)  In  providing  community 
experiences  for  youth  with  disabilities 
and  to  enable  education  agencies  to 
make  initial  transition  with  students; 

(6)  In  clearly  defining  the  delivery 
system  that  will  result  from  their 
projects  and  analyze  in  detail  how  it 
will  differ  from  current  services  and  the 
current  delivery  system:  and 

(7)  In  improving  the  evaluation  of  their 
projects.  This  technical  assistance  must 
include  information  pertaining  to 
program  documentation  methods; 
selection  of  measurement  instruments; 
data  collection  methods;  data  analysis 
procedures;  and  formats  for  reporting 
the  results  of  program  evaluation  in  a 
manner  that  permits  aggregation  and 
synthesis  of  information  and 
development  of  recommendations  on 
how  the  program  can  be  improved. 

The  evaluation  and  technical 
assistance  activities  must  include  at 
least  one  on-site  visit  to  projects  during 
each  12-month  period.  However,  it  is 
anticipated  that  less  expensive 
mechanisms  (mail,  telephone,  annual 
meetings)  will  be  the  predominant 
methods  of  providing  technical 
assistance. 

In  carrying  out  its  evaluation  and 
technical  assistance  activities,  the 
institute  must  provide  evaluation 
training  and  experiences  for  at  least 
three  graduate  students  annually. 
Graduate  students  must  include 
members  of  underrepresented 
populations. 

Period  of  Award:  The  Secretary  will 
approve  one  cooperative  agreement 
with  a  project  period  of  up  to  60  months 
subject  to  the  requirements  of  34  CFR 
75.253(a)  for  continuation  awards.  In 
determining  whether  to  continue  the 
institute  for  the  last  two  years  of  the 
project  period,  in  addition  to  considering 
the  factors  in  34  CFR  75,253{a),  the 
Secretary  will  consider  the 
recommendation  of  a  review  team 
consisting  of  three  external  experts 
selected  by  the  Secretary  and 
designated  Federal  program  officials. 
The  services  of  the  review  team  will  be 
performed  during  the  last  half  of  the 
institute’s  second  year,  and  may  be 
included  in  that  year’s  annual 
evaluation  that  the  recipient  is  required 
to  perform  under  34  CFR  75.590.  Costs 
associated  with  the  services  to  be 
performed  by  the  three  external 
members  of  the  review  team  must  be 
paid  for  with  project  funds.  In 
developing  its  recommendation,  the 
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review  team  must  consider,  among  other 
factors,  the  following: 

(1)  The  timeliness  and  the 
effectiveness  with  which  all 
requirements  of  the  negotiated 
cooperative  agreement  have  been  or  are 
being  met  by  die  institute;  and 

(2)  The  degree  to  which  the  institute’s 
evaluation  designs  and  methodological 
procedures  demonstrate  the  potential  for 
producing  significant  new  knowledge 
and  products. 

Dissemination:  Projects  must  prepare 
and  deliver  reports  as  described  at  20 
U.S.C.  1409(g). 

Program  Authority:  20  U.S.C.  1425. 

Intergovernmental  Review 

These  programs  are  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12372 
and  the  regulations  in  34  CFR  part  79. 
The  objective  of  the  Executive  Order  is 
to  strengthen  federalism  by  relying  on 
processes  developed  by  State  and  local 
governments  for  coordination  and 
review  of  proposed  Federal  financial 
assistance. 

In  accordance  with  the  order,  this 
document  is  intended  to  provide  early 
notification  of  the  Department's  specific 
plans  and  action  for  this  program. 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Numbers:  Early  Education  Program  for 
Children  with  Disabilities,  84.024;  Services  for 
Children  with  Deaf-Blindness,  84.025; 
Educational  Media  Research,  Production. 
Distribution,  and  Training  Program,  84.028; 
PostsecfHidary  Education  Programs  for 
Persons  with  Disabilities,  84.078;  Program  for 
Children  with  Severe  Disabilities,  84.086; 
Secondary  Educational  and  Transitional 
Services  for  Youth  with  Disabilities  Program. 
84.158) 

Dated:  February  24, 1992. 

Lamar  Alexander, 

Secretary  of  Education. 

[FR  Doa  92-7886  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNQ  CODE  4000-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 

Office  of  Special  Education  Programs 

[CFDA  NOS.:  S4.024. 84.025, 84.026, 84.078, 
84.086,  and  84.158} 

Notice  Inviting  Af^ications  for  New 
Awards  Under  Certain  Direct  Grant 
Programs  for  Rscai  Year  1992 

Note  to  Applicants 

This  notice  is  a  complete  application 
package.  The  notice  contains  information, 
application  forms,  and  instructions  needed  to 


apply  for  a  grant  under  these  competitions. 
Ihe  priorities  for  these  programs  are 
published  in  a  separate  part  of  this  Federd 
Re^ster. 

The  estimates  of  funding  levels  in  this 
notice  do  not  bind  the  Department  of 
Education  to  a  specific  level  of  funding 
or  number  of  grants,  unless  the  amount 
is  otherwise  specified  by  statute  or 
regulation. 

Applicable  Regulations 

(a)  The  Education  Department 
General  Administrative  Regulations 
(EDGAR)  in  34  CFR  parts  74. 75. 77. 79. 
80.  81.  82,  85,  and  86;  and  ^]  the 
following  program  regulations: 

Early  Education  Program  for  Children  with 
Disabilities  (CFDA  No.  84924)  34  CFR  part 
309. 

Services  for  Children  with  Deaf-Blindness 
(CFDA  No.  84925]  34  CFR  part  307. 
Educational  Media  Research,  Production. 
Distribution  and  Training  (CFDA  No. 
84.026)  34  CFR  part  332. 

Postsecondary  Education  Programs  for 
Individuals  with  Disabilities  (CFDA  No. 
84.078)  34  CFR  part  338. 

Program  for  Children  with  Severe  Disabilities 
(CFDA  No.  84986)  34  CFR  part  315. 
Secondary  Education  and  Transitional 
Services  for  Youth  with  Disabilities 
Program  (CFDA  No.  84.158)  34  CFR  part 
326. 


Early  Education  Program  for  Children  With  Disabilities 


Title  and  CFDA  No. 

Deadline  for 
transmittal 
of 

af^ications 

Deadline  for 
intergovem- 
merrtat 
review 

AvaSable 

funds 

Estimated  range  of 
awards 

Estimated 
size  of 
awards 

Estimated 
number  of 
awards 

Project 
period  in 
months 

Early  Childhood  Demonstration  Project  (CFDA 
84.024B). 

5-22-92 

7-22-92 

$1,040,000 

$120,000-140,000 

$130,000 

m 

Up  to  60. 

Outreach  Projects  (CFDA  84.024D) . . . 

5-21-92 

7-21-92 

2.000,000 

120,000-140,000 

130,000 

Up  to  36. 

Experimental  Proje^  (CFDA  84.024H) . 

5-20-92 

7-20-92 

800,000 

190,000-210,000 

200,000 

Up  to  36. 

Training  of  Early  Intervention  Services  Providers 
through  Training  of  Faculty  from  Institutions 
of  Higher  Education  (CFDA  84.024P). 

5-26-92 

7-27-92 

1,000.000 

240,000-260,000 

250,000 

4 

Up  to  36. 

Early  Childhood  Research  Institute:  S€vvices  Im¬ 
plementation  and  Capacity  for  Providing  Early 
Intervention  Services  (CFDA  84.024T). 

5-27-92 

7-27-92 

750,000 

750.000 

750,000 

1 

Up  to  60. 

Selection  Criteria 

The  Secretary  uses  the  following 
criteria  to  evaluate  an  application  under 
the  Early  Education  Program  for 
Children  with  Disabilities.  The 
maximum  score  for  all  the  criteria  is  100 
points. 

(a)  Importance.  (15  points] 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the  extent  to 
which  the  proposed  project  addresses 
concerns  in  light  of  the  purposes  of  this 
part 

(2)  The  Secretary  considers — 

(i)  The  significance  of  the  problem  or 
issue  to  be  addressed; 


(ii)  The  extent  to  which  the  project  is 
based  on  previous  research  findings 
related  to  the  problem  or  issue; 

(iii)  The  numbers  of  individuals  who 
will  benefit;  and 

(iv)  How  the  project  will  address  the 
identified  problem  or  issue. 

(b)  Impact  (15  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the  probable 
impact  of  the  proposed  project  in 
meeting  the  needs  of  children  with 
disabilities,  birth  through  age  eight,  and 
their  families. 

(2)  The  Secretary  considers — 

(i)  The  contribution  that  project 

findings  or  products  will  make  to  current 
knowledge  and  practice; 


(ii)  The  methods  used  for 
dissemination  of  project  findings  or 
products  to  appropriate  target 
audiences;  and 

(iii)  The  extent  to  which  findings  or 
products  are  replicable,  if  appropriate. 

(c)  Technical  soundness.  (35  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the  technical 
soundness  of  the  project  plan; 

(2)  In  reviewing  applications  under 
this  part,  the  Secretary  considers — 

(i)  The  quality  of  the  design  of  the 
project; 

(ii)  The  proposed  sample  or  taiget 
population,  including  the  numbers  of 
participants  involved  and  methods  that 
will  be  used  by  the  applicant  to  raisure 
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that  participants  who  are  otherwise 
eligible  to  participate  are  selected 
without  regard  to  race,  color,  national 
origin,  gender,  age,  or  disability; 

(iii)  The  methods  and  procedures  used 
to  implement  the  design,  including 
instrumentation  and  data  analysis;  and 

(iv)  The  anticipated  outcomes. 

(3)  With  respect  to  training  projects,  in 
applying  the  criterion  in  paragraph 

(c){2)[iii)  of  this  section,  the  Secretary 
considers — 

(i)  The  curriculum,  course  sequence, 
and  practice  leading  to  specific 
competencies;  and 

(ii)  The  relationship  of  the  project  to 
the  comprehensive  system  of  personnel 
development  plans  required  by  parts  B 
and  H  of  the  Act  and  State  licensure  or 
certification  standards. 

(4)  In  addition  to  the  criteria  in 
paragraph  (c](2]  of  this  section,  the 
Secretary,  in  reviewing  outreach 
projects,  also  considers — 

(i)  The  agencies  to  be  served  through 
outreach  activities; 

(ii)  The  current  services,  their 
location,  and  anticipated  impact  of 
outreach  assistance  for  each  of  those 
agencies; 

(iii)  The  model  demonstration  project 
upon  which  the  outreach  project  is 
based,  including  the  efiectiveness  of  the 
model  program  with  children,  families, 
or  other  recipients  of  project  services; 
and 

(iv)  The  likelihood  that  the 
demonstration  project  will  be  continued 
and  supported  by  funds  other  than  those 
available  through  this  part; 

(d)  Plan  of  operation.  (10  points) 


(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the  quality  of 
the  plan  of  operation  for  the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  considers — 

(i)  The  extent  to  which  the 
management  plan  will  ensure  proper 
and  efficient  administration  of  the 
project; 

(ii)  Clarity  in  the  goals  and  objectives 
of  the  project; 

(iii)  The  quality  of  the  activities 
proposed  to  accomplish  the  goals  and 
objectives; 

(iv)  The  adequacy  of  proposed 
timeliness  for  accomplishing  those 
activities;  and 

(v)  Effectiveness  in  the  ways  in  which 
the  applicant  plans  to  use  the  resources 
and  personnel  to  accomplish  the  goals 
and  objectives. 

(e)  Evaluation  plan.  (5  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the  quality  of 
the  plan  for  evaluating  project  goals, 
objectives,  and  activities. 

(2)  The  Secretary  considers  the  extent 
to  which  the  methods  of  evaluation  are 
appropriate  and  produce  objective  and 
quantifiable  data. 

(f)  Quality  of  key  personnel.  (10 
points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the 
qualifications  of  the  key  personnel  the 
applicant  plans  to  use. 

(2)  The  Secretary  considers — 

(i)  The  qualifications  of  the  project 
director  and  project  coordinator  (if  one 
is  used); 

(ii)  The  qualifications  of  each  of  the 
other  key  project  personnel; 


(iii)  The  time  that  each  person 
referred  to  in  paragraphs  (f)(2)  (i)  and 
(ii)  of  this  section  will  commit  to  the 
project;  and 

(iv)  How  the  applicant  will  ensure 
that  personnel  are  selected  for 
employment  without  regard  to  race, 
color,  national  origin,  gender,  age,  or 
disability. 

(3)  The  Secretary  considers 
experience  and  training  in  areas  related 
to  project  goals  to  determine 
qualifications  of  key  personnel. 

(g)  Adequacy  of  resources.  (5  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  adequacy  of 
resources  allocated  to  the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  considers  the 
adequacy  of  the  facilities  and  the 
equipment  and  supplies  that  the 
applicant  plans  to  use. 

(h)  Budget  and  cost  effectiveness.  (5 
points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  if  the  project 
has  an  adequate  budget. 

(2)  The  Secretary  considers  the  extent 
to  which — 

(i)  The  budget  for  the  project  is 
adequate  to  undertake  project  activities; 
and 

(ii)  Costs  are  reasonable  in  relation  to 
objectives  of  the  project. 

Eligible  Applicants 

Public  agencies  and  nonprofit  private 
organizations  may  apply  for  an  award 
under  any  of  the  priorities.  Profit  making 
organizations  may  also  apply  for  an 
award  under  the  Model  Inservice 
Training  competition. 

(Program  Authority:  20  U.S.C.  1423) 


Services  for  Children  with  Deaf-Blindness 


Title  and  CFDA  No. 

Deadline  for 
transmittal 
of 

applications 

Deadline  for 
intergovern¬ 
mental 
review 

Available 

funds 

Estimated  range  of 
awards 

Estimated 
size  of 
awards 

Estimated 
number  of 
awards 

Project 
period  in 
months 

State  and  Multi- State  Projects  for  Children  with 
Deaf-Blindness  and  Optkxtal  Pilot  Projects  for 
Children  with  Deaf-Blindness  (CFDA  84.025A). 

5-22-92 

7-22-92 

$9,338,000 

$20,000-600,000 

$191,000 

49 

Up  to  36. 

Research  in  Social  Relationships  for  Children 
and  Youth  with  Deaf-Blindness  (CFDA 
84.C25R). 

5-22-92 

7-22-92 

525,000 

170,000-180,000 

175,000 

3 

Up  to  36. 

Selection  Criteria 

The  Secretary  uses  the  following 
criteria  to  evaluate  an  application  for  a 
State  or  multi-State  application  under 
the  Services  for  Children  with  Deaf- 
Blindness  Program.  The  maximum  score 
for  all  the  criteria  is  100  points. 

[a]  Justification  for  the  project,  extent 
of  need,  and  expected  impact.  (15 
points)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the  justification 


for  the  proposed  activities  in  each  State, 
based  on  the  extent  of  State  need  for 
and  expected  impact  fi'om  the  provision 
of  services  and  technical  assistance, 
including  consideration  of — 

(1)  The  age,  number,  and  location  of 
chil^en  with  deaf-blindness  in  the  State 
to  whom  the  State  is  not  obligated  to 
provide  a  fi'ee  appropriate  public 
education  under  part  B  of  the  IDEA,  to 
whom  the  State  is  not  providing  special 
educational  and  related  services  under 


some  other  authority,  and  to  whom  the 
applicant  proposes  to  provide  services; 

(2)  The  specific  actions  needed  for  the 
provision  of  early  intervention, 
educational,  and  related  services  to 
children  with  deaf-blindness  based  on 
the  State’s  plan  for  delivery  of  services 
to  students  with  handicaps  required 
under  parts  B  and  H  of  IDEA; 

(3)  The  specific  actions  needed  for  the 
provision  of  technical  assistance 
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addressed  by  the  project  based  on  the 
State's  plan  for  provision  of  technical 
assistance  to  providers  of  services  to 
children  with  deaf-blindness; 

(4)  The  expected  benefits  to  be  gained 
by  providing  the  early  intervention, 
educational,  and  related  services  to 
children  with  deaf-blindness  to  be 
served  by  the  project,  their  parents  and 
service  providers:  and 

(5)  The  expected  benefits  to  be  gained 
by  meeting  the  technical  assistance 
needs  of  service  providers  to  be  assisted 
by  the  project. 

(b)  Quality  of  services  and  technical 
assistance.  (40  points)  The  Secretary 
reviews  each  application  to  determine 
the  quality  of  the  plan  to  provide 
services  and  technical  assistance  in 
each  State  to  be  served,  including — 

(1)  The  quality  of  the  design  of  the 
project  for  providing  each  of  the  early 
intervention,  educational,  and  related 
services  described  under  34  CFR 
307.11(a)(1),  and  for  providing  technical 
assistance  as  described  under  34  CFR 
307.11(a)(2): 

(2)  The  extent  to  which  the  applicant’s 
plan  for  providing  services  and  technical 
assistance  implements  current  research 
findings  and  exemplary  practices 
including  arranging  for  services  that  are 
age-appropriate  for  project  participants, 
and  providing  for  the  maximum 
integration  of  children  with  deaf¬ 
blindness  in  the  least  restrictive 
environment; 

(3)  How  well  the  objectives  of  the 
project  respond  to  the  needs  of  children 
with  deaf-blindness  in  the  State,  their 
parents,  and  service  providers; 

(4)  The  extent  to  which  the  plan  of 
management  is  effective  and  ensures 
proper  and  efficient  provision  of  early 
intervention,  educational,  and  related 
services,  and  technical  assistance,  and 
reflects  an  analysis  of  the  service  needs 
of  children  with  deaf-blindness  in  the 
State; 

(5)  How  well  the  objectives  of  the 
project  relate  to  the  purpose  of  program; 

(6)  How  the  project  will  assist  the 
State  in  developing  and  implementing 
the  State’s  Comprehensive  Systems  of 
Personnel  Development  required  under 
parts  B  and  H  of  IDEA; 

(7)  How  the  applicant  will  ensure  that 
project  participants  who  are  otherwise 
eligible  to  participate  are  selected 
without  regard  to  race,  color,  national 
origin,  gender,  age,  or  disabling 
condition; 

(8)  The  quality  of  the  applicant’s  plan 
for  providing  early  intervention, 
consultative,  and  training  services  for 
families  of  children  with  deaf-blindness 
as  described  in  307.11(a)(l)(iii); 

(9)  The  quality  of  the  applicant’s  plan 
to  involve  parents  in  the  development 


and  delivery  of  appropriate  services  to 
their  children  with  deaf-blindness;  and 

(10)  The  extent  to  which  services 
provided  children  birth  through  two 
years  of  age  meet  the  requirements  of 
part  H  of  the  IDEA. 

(c)  Quality  of  key  personnel.  (10 
points)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the 
qualifications  of  the  key  personnel  the 
applicant  plans  to  use  on  the  project  for 
the  provision  of  services  to  children 
with  deaf-blindness  and  technical 
assistance  to  agencies,  including — 

(1)  The  qualifications  of  the  project 
director; 

(2)  The  qualifications  of  each  of  the 
other  key  personnel  to  be  used  in  the 
project; 

(3)  The  experience  among  key 
personnel  referred  to  in  paragraphs  (c) 

(1)  and  (2)  of  this  section,  relevant  to  the 
provision  of  quality  educational  services 
to  children  with  deaf-blindness  in  less 
restrictive  environments; 

(4)  The  time  that  each  person  referred 
to  in  paragraphs  (c)  (1)  and  (2)  of  the 
section  will  commit  to  the  project;  and 

(5)  How  the  applicant,  as  part  of  its 
nondiscriminatory  employment 
practices,  will  ensure  that  its  personnel 
are  selected  for  employment  without 
regard  to  race,  color,  national  origin, 
gender,  age,  or  disabling  condition. 

(d)  Evaluation  plan.  (15  points)  The 
Secretary  reviews  each  application  to 
determine  the  quality  of  the  evaluation 
plan  for  the  project  including  the  extent 
to  which  the  applicant’s  methods  of 
evaluation — 

(1)  Are  appropriate  to  the  project;  and 

(2)  The  extent  possible,  are  objective 
and  produce  data  that  are  quantifiable. 

(Cross-reference:  See  34  CFR  75.590 
Evaluation  by  the  grantee) 

(e)  Budget  and  cost  effectiveness.  (10 
points)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  for  technical 
assistance,  and  direct  services  where 
appropriate,  in  each  State  to  be  served, 
the  extent  to  which — 

(1)  The  budgets  are  adequate  to 
support  activities; 

(2)  Costs  are  reasonable  in  relation  to 
the  objectives  of  the  project;  and 

(3)  Costs  reflect — 

(i)  The  time  anticipated  to  be  spent  by 
each  staff  member  for  the  provision  of 
services  described  under  §  307.11(a)(1) 
and  costs  for  contracted  and 
consultative  services,  travel  costs,  and 
other  direct  costs; 

(ii)  The  time  anticipated  to  be  spent 
by  each  staff  member  for  the  provision 
of  technical  assistance  under 

S  307.11(a)(2).  and  costs  for  contracted 
and  considtative  services,  travel,  and 


other  related  expenditures  for  technical 
assistance  activities;  and 

(iii)  The  time  anticipated  to  be  spent 
for  administrative  services. 

(f)  Coordination.  (5  points) 

The  Secretary  reviews  each 

application  to  determine  the  adequacy 
of  the  applicant’s  procedures  for 
initiating  and  maintaining  coordination 
in  each  State  to  be  served  with — 

(1)  Related  activities  fimded  from 
grants,  contracts,  and  cooperative 
agreements  awarded  under  parts  C,  D, 

E,  F,  and  G  of  the  IDEA;  and 

(2)  Relevant  agencies,  organizations, 
and  institutions  having  responsibility  to 
deliver  services  to  children  with  deaf¬ 
blindness  in  the  State,  including  State 
education  agencies  and  other  service 
providers  under  parts  B  and  H  of  the 
IDEA  and  section  1221  et  seq.  of  title  I  of 
the  Elementary  and  Secondary 
Education  Act  of  1965. 

(g)  Dissemination.  (5  points)  The 
Secretary  reviews  each  application  to 
determine  the  adequacy  of  the 
applicant’s  procedures  for  disseminating 
significant  project  information  within 
the  State(s)  to  providers  of  services  to 
children  with  deaf-blindness. 

Eligible  Applicants:  Public  or 
nonprofit  private  agencies,  institutions, 
or  organizations  may  apply  for  an 
award  under  this  priority. 

(Authority:  20  U.S.C.  1422) 

Selection  Criteria 

The  Secretary  uses  the  following 
criteria  to  evaluate  the  quality  of  an 
application  for  Research  Projects  and 
Pilot  Projects  submitted  imder  the 
Services  for  Children  with  Deaf- 
Blindness  program.  Each  application 
may  receive  up  to  a  total  of  100  points. 

Note:  The  Selection  Criteria  that  are  not 
applicable  to  the  competitions  contained  in 
this  notice  have  been  removed.  See  34  CFR 
307.36  for  the  complete  selection  criteria. 

(a)  Importance  and  impact.  (20  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the  extent  to 
which  the  proposed  project  addresses 
concerns  in  li^t  of  the  purposes  of  this 
part,  including — 

(i)  The  significance  of  the  problem  or 
issues  to  be  addressed; 

(ii)  The  extent  to  which  the  project  is 
based  on  previous  results,  research  and 
evaluation  findings,  or  other  information 
related  to  the  problem  or  issue: 

(iii)  The  contribution  that  project 
findings  or  products  will  make  to  current 
knowledge  and  practice;  and 

(iv)  The  extent  to  which  findings, 
information,  or  products  of  the  project 
will  be  designed  to  promote  their 
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adaptation  by  and  usefulness  to  others 
in  conducting  related  projects. 

(2)  In  determining  the  extent  of  the 
importance  and  impact  of  the 
application,  the  Secretary  also  considers 
the  relevance  of  proposed  activities  in 
addressing  the  unique  needs  of  children 
targeted  by  the  project. 

(3)  In  determining  the  importance  £md 
impact  of  the  application  the  Secretary 
considers  the  extent  to  which  the  project 
addresses  the  unique  needs  of  children 
with  disabilities  from  minority 
backgrounds. 

(b)  Technical  soundness. 

Pilot  projects.  (15  points] 

Research  projects.  (30  points] 

(1]  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the  technical 
soundness  of  the  project,  including — 

(1]  The  quality  of  the  design  of  the 
project; 

(ii]  The  proposed  sample  or  target 
population,  including  the  numbers  of 
participants  involved  and  methods  that 
will  be  used  by  the  applicant  to  ensure 
that  participants  who  are  otherwise 
eligible  to  participate  are  selected 
without  regard  to  race,  color,  national 
origin,  gender,  or  disabling  conditions; 
and 

(iii]  The  anticipated  outcomes. 

(2]  In  determining  the  technical 
soundness  of  an  application,  the 
Secretary  also  considers — 

(i]  For  pilot  projects  under  34  CFR 
307.14— 

(A]  The  correlation  with  and 
relevance  to  the  activities  under  34  CFR 
307.11  for  a  State  or  multi-State  project; 
and 

(B]  The  extent  to  which  practices  of 
the  pilot  project  can  be  adopted  in  other 
settings  within  the  State; 

(ii]  For  research  projects — 

(A]  The  comprehensiveness  of  the 
review  of  research  to  the  problem  or 
issues  to  be  addressed  by  the  project 
and  to  the  nature  of  the  popiilation  to  be 
included  in  the  project; 

(B]  The  theoretical  soundness  of  the 
conceptual  framework  and  research 
hypotheses  upon  which  the  research  is 
to  be  conducted; 


(C]  The  appropriateness  of  the  data 
analysis,  procedures,  and 
instrumentation; 

(D]  The  effectiveness  of  the  research 
design  in  testing  the  research 
hypotheses;  and 

(E]  How  the  anticipated  research 
results  can  be  utilized  in  subsequent 
research  or  demonstration  projects,  if 
applicable. 

(c]  Plan  of  operation. 

Pilot  projects.  (30  points] 

Research  projects.  (15  points] 

(1]  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the  quality  of 
the  plan  of  operation  for  the  project 
including — 

(i]  The  extent  to  which  the  plan  of 
management  is  effective  for  the  type  of 
project  proposed  and  ensures  proper 
and  efficient  administration  of  the 
project; 

(ii]  The  adequacy  of  the  applicant’s 
resources  and  plan  for  use  of  resources 
and  personnel  to  achieve  project 
objectives; 

(iii]  How  the  budget  proposed  by  the 
applicant  is  adequate  to  support  the 
activities  and  that  the  costs  are 
reasonable  in  relation  to  the  objectives 
of  the  project; 

(iv]  The  adequacy  of  the  applicant’s 
procedures  for  initiating  and 
maintaining  coordination  with  relevant 
State,  local  and  professional 
organizations  and  agencies,  for  the 
purpose  of  furthering  achievement  of  the 
project  objectives; 

(v]  The  adequacy  of  the  applicant’s 
plan  to  involve  project  participants  with 
disabilities  and,  as  appropriate,  their 
family  members  in  the  development, 
implementation,  and  on-going  review  of 
project  outcomes;  and 

(vi]  The  adequacy  of  the  applicant’s 
plan  to  determine  the  effectiveness  and 
timeliness  in  completion  of  the 
managerial  procedures  and  objectives  of 
the  project’s  plan  of  operation. 

(d]  Key  personnel.  (20  points] 

(Ij  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the 
qualifications  of  the  key  personnel  the 
applicant  plans  to  use  on  the  project, 
including — 


(1]  'The  qualifications  of  the  project 
director  or  principal  investigator, 

(ii]  'The  qualifications  of  each  of  the 
other  key  personnel  to  be  used  in  the 
project; 

(iii]  The  time  that  each  person 
referred  to  in  paragraphs  (d](l]  (i]  and 
(ii]  of  this  section  will  commit  to  the 
project;  and 

(iv]  Strategies  of  the  applicant  to 
identify  and  recruit  personnel  with 
disabilities  or  from  traditionally  under¬ 
represented  groups. 

(2]  In  determining  the  qualifications  of 
each  person  referred  to  in  paragraphs 
(d](l]  (i]  and  (ii]  the  Secretary  also 
considers — 

(i]  Experience  and  training  in 
conducting,  documenting,  and  applying 
the  types  of  activities  to  be  conducted; 
and 

(ii]  Knowledge  of  the  results  and 
findings  of  relevant  projects  and 
potential  for  application  of  this 
information  in  addressing  the  unique 
needs  of  the  children  with  deaf¬ 
blindness  to  be  included  in  the  project. 

(e]  Evaluation.  (15  points] 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the  quality  of 
the  plan  for  evaluating  the  project, 
including — 

(i]  'The  adequacy  of  the  applicant’s 
plan  to  determine,  to  the  extent  relevant, 
the  effectiveness  of  the  project  in 
achieving  measurable  change  and 
positive  outcomes  for  children  with 
deaf-blindness  who  were  served  by  the 
project  and  others  for  whom  the  project 
was  designed  to  benefit; 

(ii]  The  adequacy  of  the  applicant’s 
plan  to  determine  the  effectiveness  and 
timeliness  in  completion  of  the 
managerial  procedures  and  objectives  of 
the  project’s  plan  of  operation;  and 

(iii]  'The  procedures  for  recording, 
reviewing,  analyzing,  and  interpreting 
for  relevant  audiences,  data  generated 
through  conducting  project  activities. 

Eligible  Applicants:  ^blic  or 
nonprofit  private  agencies,  institutions, 
or  organizations  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
an  award. 

(Authority:  20  U.S.C.  1422) 


Educational  Media  Research,  Production,  Distribution,  and  Training 


Tide  and  CFDA  No. 

Deadline  tor 
transmittal 

applications 

Deadline  for 
intergovern¬ 
mental 
review 

Available 

funds 

Estimated  range  of 
awards 

Estimated 
size  of 
awards 

Estimated 
number  of 
awards 

Project 
period  in 
months 

Descriptive  Video  (CFDA  84.0268) . 

5-21-92 

7-21-92 

$500,000 

$125,000-250,000 

$250,000 

2 

Up  to  36. 

Closed-Captioned  Daytime  Programming  (CFDA 
84.026S). 

5-21-92 

7-21-92 

850,000 

400,000-650,000 

425,000 

2  or  less 

Up  to  36. 

Special  Research,  DevelopmenL  and  Evaluation 
Projects  (CFDA  84.026R). 

5-21-92 

7-21-92 

700,000 

150.000-200.000 

i 

1 

175,000 

4 

Up  to  18. 

Note:  Under  CFDA  84.026S,  as  written,  a  single  award  could  be  made  for  an  estimated  total  of  up  to  $850,000. 
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Selection  Criteria 

The  Secretary  uses  the  following 
criteria  to  evaluate  an  application  under 
the  Educational  Media  Research, 
Production,  Distribution,  and  Training 
Program.  The  Secretary  awards  up  to 
100  possible  points  for  these  criteria. 

(a)  Plan  of  operation.  (25  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  quality  of  the  plan  of  operation  for 
the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  High  quality  in  the  design  of  the 
project; 

(ii)  An  effective  plan  of  management 
that  insures  proper  and  efficient 
administration  of  the  project; 

(iii)  A  clear  description  of  how  the 
objectives  of  the  project  relate  to  the 
purpose  of  the  program; 

(iv)  The  way  the  applicant  plans  to 
use  its  resources  and  personnel  to 
achieve  each  objective; 

(v)  A  clear  description  of  how  the 
applicant  will  provide  equal  access  and 
treatment  for  eligible  project 
participants  who  are  members  of  groups 
that  have  been  traditionally  under 
represented,  such  as — 

(A)  Individuals  with  disabilities; 

(B)  Members  of  racial  or  ethnic 
minority  groups; 

(C)  Women;  and 

(D)  The  elderly, 

(b)  Quality  of  key  personnel  (20 
points] 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  quality  of  the  key  personnel  the 
applicant  plans  to  use  on  the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  qualifications  of  the  project 
director  (if  one  is  to  be  used); 


(ii)  The  qualifications  of  each  of  the 
other  key  personnel  to  be  used  in  the 
project; 

(iii)  Tlie  time  that  each  person 
referred  to  in  paragraphs  (b](2)(i)  and  (ii) 
of  this  section  plans  to  commit  to  the 
project;  and 

(iv)  The  extent  to  which  the  applicant, 
as  part  of  its  nondiscriminatory 
employment  practices,  encourages 
applications  for  employment  from 
persons  who  are  members  of  groups  that 
have  been  traditionally  under 
represented,  such  as — 

(A)  Individuals  with  disabilities; 

(B)  Members  of  racial  or  ethnic 
minority  groups; 

(C)  Women;  and 

(D)  The  elderly. 

(3)  To  determine  the  qualiBcations  of 
a  person,  the  Secretary  considers 
evidence  of  past  experience  and 
training,  in  Helds  related  to  the 
objectives  of  the  project,  as  well  as 
other  information  that  the  applicant 
provides. 

(c)  Budget  and  cost  effectiveness.  (15 
points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
that  the  project  has  an  adequate  budget 
and  is  cost  effective. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  budget  for  the  project  is 
adequate  to  support  the  project 
activities;  and 

(ii)  Costs  are  reasonable  in  relation  to 
the  objectives  of  the  project. 

(d)  Evaluation  plan.  (5  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  quality  of  the  evaluation  plan  for  the 
project.  (See  34  CFR  75.590 — Evaluation 
by  the  grantee.) 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows  methods  of 


evaluation  that  are  appropriate  for  the 
project  and,  to  the  extent  possible,  are 
objective  and  produce  data  that  are 
quantifiable. 

(e)  Adequacy  of  resources.  (10  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
that  the  applicant  plans  to  devote 
adequate  resources  for  the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  facilities  that  the  applicant 
plans  to  use  are  adequate;  and 

(ii)  The  equipment  and  supplies  that 
the  applicant  plans  to  use  are  adequate. 

(f)  Need.  (20  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  need  for  the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  need  for  the  proposed  activity 
with  respect  to  the  disabling  condition 
served  or  to  be  served  by  the  applicant; 

(ii)  The  potential  for  using  the  results 
in  other  projects  or  programs. 

(g)  Marketing  and  dissemination.  (5 
points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
adequate  provisions  for  marketing  or 
disseminating  results. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  provisions  for  marketing  or 
otherwise  disseminating  the  results  of 
the  project;  and 

(ii)  Provisions  for  making  materials 
and  techniques  available  to  the 
populations  for  whom  the  project  would 
be  useful. 

Eligible  Applicants:  Profit  and 
nonprofit  public  and  private  agencies, 
organizations,  and  institutions  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  a  grant, 

(Authority:  20  U.S.C.  1451, 1452) 


Postsecondary  Education  Programs  for  Individuals  With  Disabilities 


Title  and  CFDA  No. 

Deadline  for 
transmittal 
of 

applications 

Deadline  for 
intergovern¬ 
mental 
review 

Available 

funds 

Estimated  range  of 
awards 

Estimated 
size  of 
awards 

Estimated 
number  of 
awards 

Project 
period  in 
months 

Career  Placement  Opportunities  for  Students 
with  Disabilities  in  Postsecondary  Programs 
(CFDA  84.078C). 

5-21-92 

7-21-92 

$2,000,000 

1 

$90,000-110,000 

$100,000 

20 

Up  to  36. 

Selection  Criteria 

The  Secretary  uses  the  following 
criteria  to  evaluate  applications  under 
Postsecondary  Programs  for  Individuals 
with  Disabilities.  The  maximum  score 
for  all  the  criteria  is  100  points. 

(a)  Plan  of  operation.  (25  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 


the  quality  of  the  plan  of  operation  for 
the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  High  quality  in  the  design  of  the 
project; 

(ii)  An  effective  plan  of  management 
that  ensures  proper  and  efficient 
administration  of  the  project. 


(iii)  A  clear  description  of  how  the 
objectives  of  the  project  relate  to  the 
purpose  of  the  program; 

(iv)  The  way  the  applicant  plans  to 
use  its  resources  and  personnel  to 
achieve  each  objective;  and 

(v)  A  clear  description  of  how  the 
applicant  will  provide  equal  access  and 
treatment  for  eligible  project 
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participants  who  are  members  of  groups 
that  have  been  traditionally 
imderrepresented,  such  as — 

(A)  Members  of  racial  or  ethnic 
minority  groups; 

(B)  Women; 

(C)  Individuals  with  disabilities;  and 

(D)  The  elderly. 

(b)  Quality  of  key  personnel,  (10 
points] 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  qualifications  of  the  key  personnel 
the  applicant  plans  to  use  on  the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  qualifications  of  the  project 
director  (if  one  is  to  be  used); 

(ii)  The  qualifications  of  each  of  the 
other  key  personnel  to  be  used  in  the 
project; 

(iii)  The  time  that  each  person 
referred  to  in  paragraphs  (b)(2)  (i)  and 

(ii)  of  this  section  plans  to  commit  to  the 
project;  and 

(iv)  The  extent  to  which  the  applicant 
as  part  of  its  nondiscriminatory 
employment  practices,  encourages 
applications  for  employment  from 
persons  who  are  members  of  groups  that 
have  been  traditionally 
underrepresented,  such  as — 

(A)  Members  of  racial  or  ethnic 
minority  groups; 

(B)  Women; 

(C)  Individuals  with  disabilities;  and 

(D)  The  elderly. 

(3)  To  determine  the  qualifications  of 
a  person,  the  Secretary  considers 
experience  and  training  in  fields  related 
to  the  objectives  of  the  project  as  well 
as  other  information  that  the  applicant 
provides. 

(c)  Budget  and  cost  effectiveness.  (10 
points] 


(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
that  the  project  has  an  adequate  budget 
and  is  cost  effective. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  budget  for  the  project  is 
adequate  to  support  the  project 
activities;  and 

(ii)  Costs  are  reasonable  in  relation  to 
the  objectives  of  the  project. 

(d)  Evaluation  plan.  (15  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  quality  of  the  evaluation  plan  for  the 
project.  (See  34  CFR  75.590,  Evaluation 
by  the  grantee.) 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows  methods  of 
evaluation  that  are  appropriate  for  the 
project  and,  to  the  extent  possible,  are 
objective  and  produce  data  that  are 
quantifiable. 

(e)  Adequacy  of  resources.  (10  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
that  the  applicant  plans  to  devote 
adequate  resources  to  the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  facilities  that  the  applicant 
plans  to  use  are  adequate;  and 

(ii)  The  equipment  and  supplies  that 
the  applicant  plans  to  use  are  adequate. 

(f)  Continuation  of  program.  (5  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
that  the  activities  to  be  supported  are 
likely  to  be  continued  after  Federal 
funding  ends. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows  the  likelihood 
that  the  services  provided  under  the 
proposed  program  wrill  be  continued  by 
the  applicant  following  the  expiration  of 
Federal  funding,  as  measured  by 


evidence  of  financial  and  other 
commitment  of  the  applicant  to  the 
program. 

(g)  Importance.  (10  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information 
demonstrating  that  the  proposed  project 
is  nationally  important  in  light  of  the 
purposes  of  this  part. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  significance  of  the  problem  or 
issues  to  be  addressed; 

(ii)  The  importance  of  the  proposed 
project  in  increasing  the  understanding 
of  the  problem  or  issue,  and  in 
remediating  or  compensating  for  it; 

(iii)  The  experiences  of  service 
providers  related  to  the  problem  or 
issue;  and 

(iv)  Previous  research  findings  related 
to  the  problem  or  issue. 

(h)  Impact.  (15  points)  The  Secretary 
reviews  each  application  for  information 
that  shows  the  probable  impact  of  the 
proposed  research  or  demonstration 
activities  in  improving  postsecondary 
education  for  individuals  with 
disabilities,  including — 

(1)  The  contribution  that  the  research 
or  demonstration  findings  or  products 
will  make  to  current  knowledge  or 
practice;  and 

(2)  The  extent  to  which  findings  and 
products  will  be  disseminated  to,  and 
used  for  the  benefit  of,  appropriate 
target  groups. 

Eligible  Applicants;  State  educational 
agencies,  institutions  of  higher 
education,  junior  and  community 
colleges,  vocational  and  technical 
institutions,  and  other  nonprofit 
educational  agencies  are  eligible  to 
apply  for  an  award. 

(Program  Authority:  20  U.S.C.  1424a) 


Program  for  Children  with  Severe  Disabiuties 


Title  and  CFDA  No. 

Deadline  for 
transmittal 
of 

applicatiorts 

Deadline  for 
intergovern¬ 
mental 
review 

Available 

funds 

Estimated  range  of 
awards 

Estimated 
size  of 
awards 

Estimated 
numoer  of 
awards 

Project 
period  in 
months 

Outreach — Serving  Students  with  Severe  Dis¬ 
abilities  in  Integrated  Environments  (CFDA 
84.086U). 

5-22-92 

7-22-92 

$405,000 

SI  25,000-1 40,000 

$135,000 

3 

Up  to  36. 

Developing  Innovations  for  Educating  Children 
with  Severe  Disabilities  Full-time  in  General 
Education  Classrooms  (CFDA  84.0860). 

5-22-92 

7-22-92 

525,000 

170,000-180,000 

175,000 

3 

Up  to  36. 

Social  Relatiorrships  Research  Institute  for  ChS- 
dren  and  Yorith  with  Severe  Disabilities 
(CFDA  84.0e6A). 

5-22-92 

7-22-92 

600,000 

600,000 

600,000 

1 

Up  to  60. 

Model  Inservice  Trainmg  Projects  (CFDA 
64.086R). 

5-22-92 

7-22-92 

495.000 

155,000-170,000 

165,000 

3 

Up  to  36. 

Statewide  Systems  Change  (CFDA  64.086Ji . 

5-22-92 

7-22-92 

1,000,000 

210,000-260,000 

250,000 

4 

Up  to  60. 

Note:  AppMcations  submitted  under  84.0860  and  84.086A  wrill  be  evaluated  under  the  selection  criteria  tor  "Research". 

Applications  submitted  ucuier  84.086U,  84.086R  and  84.086J  will  be  evaluated  under  the  selection  criteria  for  "Demonstration  and  Training”. 
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Selectkm  Criteria  for  Research  Projects 

The  Secretary  uses  the  following 
criteria  to  evaluate  an  application  for  a 
research  project  under  the  Program  for 
Children  with  Severe  Disabilities.  The 
maximum  score  for  all  criteria  is  100 
points. 

(a)  Importance  and  expected  impact 
of  the  research.  (20  points)  The 
Secretary  reviews  each  application  to 
determine  the  extent  to  which  the 
project  will  develop  new  knowledge  in 
understanding  and  effectively  meeting 
the  needs  of  children  with  severe 
disabilities,  including  the  extent  to 
which — 

(1)  The  programmatic  research  areas 
proposed  by  the  applicant  represent 
critical  areas  of  investigation,  or 
problems  whose  solution  would  have 
greatest  impact  on  improving  services  to 
children  with  severe  disabilities;  and 

(2)  The  spedfic  questions  to  be 
addressed  in  the  project  are  likely  to 
generate  knowledge  needed  for  bringing 
about  a  major  change  in  understanding 
of  the  topical  area. 

(b)  Technical  soundness  of  the 
project  (15  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the  technical 
soundness  of  the  research  plan, 
including — 

(1)  The  design: 

(ii)  The  proposed  sample: 

(iii)  Instrumentation;  and 

(iv)  Data  analysis  procedures. 

(2)  The  Secretary  also  reviews  each 
application  for  the  relevance  of  its 
proposed  training  efforts,  including — 

(i)  Strategies  for  provision  of  training: 
and 

(ii)  Relationships  between  the 
applicant,  other  organizations  or 
agencies  providing  training  in 
coordination  with  the  applicant,  and 
trainees  receiving  training  from  the 
applicant. 

(c)  Plan  of  operation.  (15  points)  TTie 
Secretary  reviews  each  application  to 
determine  the  quality  of  the  plan  of 
operation  for  the  project,  induding — 

(1)  The  extent  to  which  the  plan  of 
management  is  effective  and  ensures 
proper  and  efficient  administration  of 
the  project: 

(2)  How  the  objectives  of  the  project 
relate  to  the  purpose  of  the  program; 

(3)  The  quality  of  the  applicant’s  plans 
to  use  its  resources  and  personnel  to 
achieve  each  objective;  and 

(4)  How  the  applicant  will  ensure  that 
project  participants  who  are  otherwise 
eligible  to  participate  are  selected 
without  regard  to  race,  color,  national 
origin,  gender,  age.  or  disabling 
condition. 

(d)  Quality  of  key  personnel.  (20 
points) 


(1)  'The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the  quality  of 
key  personnel  the  applicant  plans  to  use 
on  the  project,  incluoing — 

(1)  Hie  qualifications  of  the  project 
director  or  principal  investigator 

(ii)  The  qualifications  of  each  of  the 
other  key  personnel  to  be  used  in  the 
project; 

(hi)  The  time  that  each  person 
referred  to  in  paragraphs  (d)(1)  (i)  and 
(u)  of  this  section  will  commit  to  the 
project;  and 

(iv)  How  the  applicant,  as  part  of  its 
nondiscriminatory  employment 
practices,  will  ensure  that  its  personnel 
are  selected  for  employment  without 
regard  to  race,  color,  national  origin,  • 
gender,  age,  or  disabling  condition. 

(2)  To  determine  personnel 
qualifications  tmder  paragraphs  (d)(1)  (i) 
and  (ii)  of  this  section,  the  S^etary 
considers — 

(i)  Experience  and  training  in 
conducting,  documenting,  and  applying 
research  pertaining  to  children  with 
severe  disabilities; 

(h)  Awareness  of  relevant  research 
findings  and  demonstration  project 
results  pertaining  to  other  childien  with 
disabilities  and  the  potential  for  use  of 
the  findings  and  results  with  children 
with  severe  disabilities;  and 

(hi)  Experience  in  communicating 
research  findings  to  service  providers  of 
children  with  severe  disabilities  and  in 
assisting  these  providers  with  effective 
application  of  the  findings. 

(e)  Budget  and  cost-effectiveness.  (10 
points)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the  extent  to 
which — 

(1)  The  budget  is  adequate  to  support 
the  project;  and 

(2)  Costs  are  reasonable  in  relation  to 
the  objectives  of  the  project. 

(f)  Evaluation  plan.  (10  points)  The 
Secretary  reviews  each  application  to 
determine  the  quality  of  the  evaluation 
plan  for  the  project,  mcluding  the  extent 
to  which  the  applicant’s  methods  of 
evaluation — 

(1)  Are  appropriate  to  the  project;  and 

(2)  To  die  extent  possible,  are 
objective  and  produce  data  that  are 
quantifiable.  (Cross-reference:  See  34 
CFR  75.590  Evaluation  by  the  grantee.) 

(g)  Adequacy  of  resources.  (5  points) 
The  Secretary  reviews  each  application 
to  determine  the  adequacy  of  the 
resources  that  the  applicant  plans  to 
devote  to  the  project,  including  facilities, 
equipment,  and  supplies. 

(hj  Dissemination  plan.  (5  points)  The 
Secretary  reviews  each  application  to 
determine  the  quality  of  the 
dissemination  plan  for  the  project, 
including  the  extent  to  which  Uie 
applicant’s  plan — 


(1)  Ensures  proper  and  efficient 
dissemination  of  project  information 
within  the  State  in  which  the  project  is 
located  and  throughout  the  Nation;  and 

(2)  Provides  a  clear  description  of  the 
content,  intended  audiences,  and 
timeliness  for  production  of  all  project 
documents  and  other  products  ftat  the 
applicant  will  disseminate. 

Selection  Criteria  for  Demonstratkm  and 
Training  Projects 

The  Secretary  uses  the  following 
criteria  under  the  Program  for  Children 
with  Severe  Disabilities  to  evaluate  an 
application  for  a  demonstration  project 
and  a  training  project. 

(a)  Extent  of  need  and  expected 
impact  of  the  project  (25  points)  The 
Secretary  reviews  each  application  to 
determine  the  extent  to  which  the 
project  is  consistent  with  national  needs 
in  the  provision  of  innovative  services  to 
children  with  severe  disabilities, 
including  consideration  of— 

(1)  The  needs  addressed  by  the 
project; 

(2)  The  impact  and  benefits  to  be 
gained  by  meeting  the  educational  and 
related  service  needs  of  children  with 
severe  disabilities  served  by  the  project, 
their  parents  and  service  providers;  and 

(3)  The  national  significance  of  the 
project  in  terms  of  potential  benefits  to 
children  with  severe  disabilities  who  are 
not  directly  involved  in  the  project 

(b)  Plan  of  operation.  (25  points)  The 
Secretary  reviews  each  application  to 
determine  the  quality  of  the  plan  of 
operation  for  the  project,  including — 

(1)  Hie  quality  of  the  design  of  the 
project: 

(2)  'The  extent  to  which  the  plan  of 
management  is  effective  and  ensures 
proper  and  efficient  administration  of 
the  project 

(3)  How  well  the  objectives  of  the 
project  relate  to  the  purpose  of  die 
program; 

(4)  The  quality  of  the  applicant’s  plan 
to  use  its  resources  and  personnel  to 
achieve  each  objective; 

(5)  How  the  applicant  will  ensure  that 
project  participants  who  are  otherwise 
eligible  to  participate  are  selected 
without  regard  to  race,  color,  national 
origin,  gender,  age,  or  disabling 
condition. 

(c)  Quality  of  key  personnel.  (15 
points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the  quality  of 
the  key  personnel  the  applicant  plans  to 
use  on  the  prtqect,  including — 

(i)  The  qualifications  of  tiie  project 
director. 
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(ii)  The  qualiHcations  of  each  of  the 
other  key  personnel  to  be  used  in  the 
project; 

(hi)  The  time  that  each  person 
referred  to  in  paragraphs  (c)(1)  (i)  and 

(ii)  of  this  section  will  commit  to  the 
project;  and 

(iv)  How  the  applicant,  as  part  of  its 
nondiscriminatory  employment 
practices,  will  ensure  that  its  personnel 
are  selected  for  emplojrment  without 
regard  to  race,  color,  national  origin, 
gender,  age,  or  disabling  condition. 

(2)  To  determine  personnel 
qualifications  under  paragraphs  (c)(1)  (i) 
and  (ii)  of  this  section,  the  Secretary 
considers — 

(i)  Experience  and  training  in  Helds 
related  to  the  objectives  of  the  project; 
and 

(ii)  Any  other  qualiHcations  that 
pertain  to  the  quality  of  the  project. 


(d)  Budget  and  cost-effectiveness.  (10 
points)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the  extent  to 
which — 

(1)  The  budget  is  adequate  to  support 
the  project;  and 

(2)  Costs  are  reasonable  in  relation  to 
the  objectives  of  the  project. 

(e)  Evaluation  plan.  (15  points)  The 
Secretary  reviews  each  application  to 
determine  the  quality  of  the  evaluation 
plan  for  the  project,  including  the  extent 
to  which  the  applicant’s  methods  of 
evaluation — 

(1)  Are  appropriate  to  the  project;  and 

(2)  To  the  extent  possible,  are 
objective  and  produce  data  that  are 
quantifiable.  (Cross-reference:  See  34 
CFR  75.590  Evaluation  by  the  grantee.) 

(f)  Adequacy  of  resources.  (5  points) 
The  Secretary  reviews  each  application 
to  determine  the  adequacy  of  the 
resources  that  the  applicant  plans  to 


devote  to  the  project,  including  facilities, 
equipment,  and  supplies. 

(g)  Dissemination  plan.  (5  points)  The 
Secretary  reviews  each  application  to 
determine  the  quality  of  the 
dissemination  plan  for  the  project, 
including  the  extent  to  which  the 
applicant’s  plari — 

(1)  Ensures  proper  and  efficient 
dissemination  of  project  information 
within  the  State  in  which  the  project  is 
located  and  throughout  the  Nation;  and 

(2)  Adequately  includes  the  content, 
intended  audiences,  and  timeliness  for 
production  of  all  project  documents  and 
other  products  which  the  applicant  will 
disseminate. 

Eligible  Applicants:  Any  public  or 
private,  profit  or  nonprofit,  organization 
or  institution  may  apply  for  a  grant 
under  this  program, 

(Program  Authority:  20  U.S.C.  1424) 


Secondary  Education  and  Transitional  Services  for  Youth  With  Disabilities  Program 


Title  and  CFDA  No. 

Deadline  for 
transmittal 
of 

applications 

Deadline  for 
intergovern¬ 
mental 
review 

Available 

funds 

Estimated  range  of 
awards 

Estimated 
size  of 
awards 

Estimated 
number  of 
awards 

Project 
period  in 
months 

Model  Demonstration  Projects  to  Identify,  Re¬ 
cruit  Train,  and  Place  Youth  with  Disabilities 
Who  Have  Dropped  Out  of  School  (CFDA 
84.1 58D). 

5-21-92 

7-21-92 

$840,000 

$100,000-110,000 

$105,000 

8 

Up  to  36. 

Model  Demonstration  Projects  to  Identify  and 
Teach  Skills  Necessary  for  Self-Determination 
(CFDA  84.158K). 

5-21-92 

7-21-92 

928,000 

120,000-140,000 

130,000 

7 

Up  to  36. 

Research  Projects  on  the  Transition  of  Special 
Populations  to  Integrated  Post  Secondary  En¬ 
vironments  (CFDA  84.1 58P). 

5-21-92 

7-21-92 

890,000 

100,000-120,000 

110,000 

8 

Up  to  36. 

Institute  to  Evaluate  and  Provide  Technical  As¬ 
sistance  to  States  Implementing  Cooperative 
Projects  to  Improve  Transition  Services 
(CFDA  84.1 58G). 

5-21-92 

7-21-92 

225,000 

225,000 

225,000 

1 

Up  to  60. 

Note:  Applications  submitted  under  84.1 58D,  84.1 58K  and  84.1 58G  will  be  evaluated  under  the  selection  criteria  for  "Model”  projects.  Applications  submitted 
under  84.1 58P  will  be  evaluated  under  the  selection  criteria  for  “Research”  projects. 


Selection  Criteria 

The  Secretary  uses  the  following 
criteria  in  this  section  to  evaluate 
applications  for  research  and  evaluation 
projects  under  the  Secondary  Education 
and  Transitional  Services  for  Youth  with 
Disabilities  Program.  The  maximum 
score  for  all  of  the  criteria  is  100  points. 

(a)  Plan  of  operation.  (10  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  quality  of  the  plan  of  operation  for 
the  project. 

(2)  'The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  High  quality  in  the  design  of  the 
project; 

(ii)  An  effective  plan  of  management 
that  insures  proper  and  efficient 
administration  of  the  project; 


(iii)  A  clear  description  of  how  the 
objectives  of  the  project  relate  to  the 
purpose  of  the  program; 

(iv)  The  way  the  applicant  plans  to 
use  its  resources  and  personnel  to 
achieve  each  objective;  and 

(v)  A  clear  description  of  how  the 
applicant  will  provide  equal  access  and 
treatment  of  eligible  project  participants 
who  are  members  of  groups  that  have 
been  traditionally  underrepresented, 
such  as — 

(A)  Members  of  racial  or  ethnic 
minority  groups; 

(B)  Women; 

(C)  Individuals  with  disabilities;  and 

(D)  The  elderly. 

(b)  Quality  of  key  personnel.  (10) 
points 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  qualifications  of  the  key  personnel 
the  applicant  plans  to  use  on  the  project. 


(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  qualifications  of  the  project 
director  (if  one  is  to  be  used); 

(ii)  The  qualifications  of  each  of  the 
other  key  personnel  to  be  used  in  the 
project. 

(iii)  The  time  that  each  person 
referred  to  in  paragraphs  (b)(2)  (i)  and 
(ii)  of  this  section  will  commit  to  the 
project;  and 

(iv)  The  extent  to  which  the  applicant, 
as  part  of  its  nondiscriminatory 
employment  practices,  encourages 
applications  for  employment  from 
persons  who  are  members  of  groups  that 
have  been  traditionally 
underrepresented,  such  as — 

(A)  Members  of  racial  or  ethnic 
minority  groups; 

(B)  Women; 

(C)  Individuals  with  disabilities;  and 
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(D)  The  elderly. 

(3]  To  determine  personnel 
qualifications,  the  Secretary  considers 
experience  and  training  in  fields  related 
to  the  objectives  of  the  project  as  well 
as  other  information  that  the  applicant 
provides. 

(c)  Budget  and  cost  effectiveness.  (10 
points] 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
ai^cation  for  information  that  shows 
that  the  project  has  an  adequate  budget 
and  is  cost  elective. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  budget  for  the  project  is 
adequate  to  support  the  project 
activities;  and 

(ii)  Costs  are  reasonable  in  relation  to 
the  objectives  of  the  {noject. 

(d)  Evaluation  plan.  (5  points] 

(1]  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  q\iality  of  the  evaluation  plan  for  the 
project.  (See  34  CFR  75.590,  Evaluation 
by  the  grantee.] 

(2]  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows  methods  of 
evaluation  that  are  appropriate  for  the 
project  and.  to  the  extent  possible,  are 
objective  and  produce  data  that  are 
quantifiable. 

(e)  Adequacy  of  resources.  (5  points] 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
that  the  applicant  plans  to  devote 
adequate  resources  to  the  project. 

(2]  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i]  The  facilities  that  the  applicant 
plans  to  use  are  adequate;  and 

(ii]  The  equipment  and  supplies  that 
the  applicant  plans  to  use  are  adeqiiate. 

(f)  Importance.  (10  points] 

(1]  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information 
demonstrating  that  the  proposed  project 
addresses  national  concerns  in  light  of 
the  purposes  of  this  part. 

[2]  The  Secretary  lotdcs  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i]  The  significance  of  the  problem  or 
issue  to  be  addressed; 

(ii]  The  importance  of  the  proposed 
project  in  increasing  the  understanding 
of  the  problem  or  issue; 

(iii]  The  experiences  of  service 
providers  related  to  the  problem  or 
issue;  and 

(iv]  Previous  research  findings  related 
to  the  problem  or  issue. 

(g)  Impact.  (10  points]  The  Secretary 
reviews  each  application  for  information 
that  shows  the  probable  impact  of  the 
proposed  project  in  educating  youth 
with  disabilities,  including — 

(1]  The  contribution  that  the  project 
findings  or  products  will  make  to  current 
knowledge  or  practice;  and 


(2)  The  extent  to  which  findings  and 
products  will  be  disseminated  to,  and 
used  for  the  benefit  oS,  ai^c^ate 
target  groups. 

(h]  Technical  soundness.  (40  points) 
The  Secretary  reviews  each  ap^ication 
for  information  denumstrating  the 
technical  soundness  of  the  research  or 
evaluation  plan,  induding — 

(1)  The  d^ign  (10  points): 

(2)  The  proposed  sample  (10  points); 

(3)  Instrumentation  (10  points):  and 

(4)  Data  analysis  procedures  (10 
points). 

Eligible  Applicants:  Institutions  of 
higher  education.  State  educational 
agencies,  local  educational  agencies  and 
other  public  and  private  nonprofit 
institutions  or  agencies  (including  the 
State  job  training  coordinating  coundls 
and  service  delivery  area  administrative 
entities  established  under  the  job 
Training  Partnership  Act  (29  U.S.C.  1501 
et  seq.]J. 

(Authority:  20  U.S.C.  1425] 

The  Secretary  uses  the  following 
criteria  to  evaluate  applications  for 
model  projects.  The  maximum  score  for 
all  of  the  criteria  is  100  points. 

(a)  Plan  of  operation.  (10  points] 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  eadi 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  quality  of  the  plan  of  operation  for 
the  project. 

(2)  Tte  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  High  quality  in  the  design  of  the 
project; 

(ii)  An  effective  plan  of  management 
that  insiues  proper  and  eflRcient 
administration  of  the  project; 

(iii)  A  clear  description  of  how  the 
objectives  of  the  project  relate  to  the 
purpose  of  tiie  program; 

(iv)  The  way  the  applicant  plans  to 
use  its  resources  and  personnel  to 
achieve  each  objective;  and 

(v)  A  clear  description  of  how  the 
applicant  will  provide  equal  access  and 
treatment  for  eligible  project 
participants  who  are  members  of  groups 
that  have  been  traditionally 
underrepresented,  such  as — 

(A)  Members  of  racial  or  ethnic 
minority  groups; 

(B)  Women; 

(C)  Individuals  with  disabilities; 

(D)  The  elderly. 

(b)  Quality  of  key  personneL  (10 
points] 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  infcumation  that  shows 
the  qualifications  of  the  key  personnel 
the  applicant  plans  to  use  cm  the  project. 

(2)  ’ne  Secretary  lodes  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  qualifications  of  the  {woject 
director  (if  one  is  to  be  used); 
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(ii)  The  qualifications  of  eadi  of  the 
other  key  personnel  to  be  used  in  the 
project; 

(iii)  The  time  that  each  person 
referred  to  in  paragraph  (b)(2]  (i)  and  (ii) 
of  this  section  will  commit  to  the  project: 
and 

(iv)  The  extent  to  which  the  apfdicant. 
as  part  of  its  nondiscriminatory 
employment  practices,  encourages 
applications  for  employment  from 
persons  who  are  members  of  groups  that 
have  been  traditionally 
underrepresented  such  as — 

(A)  Members  of  racial  or  ethnic 
minority  groups; 

(B)  Women; 

(C)  Individuals  with  disabilities;  and 

(D)  The  elderly, 

(3)  To  determine  persormel 
qualifications,  the  ^cretary  considers 
experience  and  training,  in  fields  related 
to  the  objectives  of  the  project,  as  well 
as  other  information  that  the  applicant 
provides. 

(c)  Budget  and  cost  effectiveness.  (10 
points] 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  informatiem  that  shows 
that  the  project  has  an  adequate  budget 
and  is  cost  effective. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  budget  for  the  project  is 
adequate  to  support  the  project 
activities;  and 

(ii)  Costs  are  reascmable  in  relation  to 
the  objectives  of  the  project. 

(d)  Evaluatiem  plan.  (10  points] 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  quality  of  the  evaluation  plan  for  the 
project.  (See  34  CFR  75.590,  Evaluation 
by  the  grantee] 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  ^ows  methods  of 
evaluation  that  are  approiuriate  for  the 
project  and  to  the  extent  possilde,  are 
objective  and  produce  data  that  are 
quantifiable. 

(e)  Adequacy  of  resources.  (5  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
applicatiem  fc»  information  that  shows 
that  the  applicant  plans  to  devote 
adequate  resources  to  the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  fw 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  11)6  facilities  that  the  applicant 
plans  to  use  are  adequate;  and 

(ii)  The  equipment  and  supplies  that 
the  applicant  plans  to  use  are  adequate. 

(f)  Importance.  (10  points)  The 
Secretary  reviews  each  application  for 
information  that  shows — 

(1)  The  service  delivery  pndilem 
addressed  the  proposi^  project  is  of 
concern  to  others  in  the  Nation,  and; 
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(2)  The  importance  of  the  project  in 
solving  the  problem. 

(g)  Impact.  (10  points]  The  Secretary 
reviews  each  application  for  information 
that  shows  the  probable  impact  of  the 
proposed  model  in  educating  youth  with 
disabilities,  including — 

(1)  The  contribution  that  the  project 
Hndings  or  products  will  make  to  current 
knowledge  or  practice;  and 

(2)  The  extent  to  which  Hndings  and 
products  will  be  disseminated  to,  and 
used  for  the  benefit  of,  appropriate 
target  groups. 

(h)  Innovativeness.  (10  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  innovativeness  of  the  proposed 
project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows  a  conceptual 
framework  that — 

(i)  Is  founded  on  previous  theory  and 
research;  and 

(ii)  Provides  a  basis  for  the  imique 
strategies  and  approaches  to  be 
incorporated  into  the  model. 

(i)  Technical  soundness.  (25  points) 
The  Secretary  reviews  each  application 
for  information  demonstrating  the 
technical  soundness  of  the  plan  for  the 
development,  implementation,  and 
evaluation  of  the  model  with  respect  to 
such  matters  as — 

(1)  The  population  to  be  served; 

(2)  The  model  planning  process; 

(3)  Recordkeeping  systems; 

(4)  Coordination  with  other  service 
providers; 

(5)  The  identification  and  assessment 
of  students; 

(6)  Interventions  to  be  used,  including 
proposed  curricula; 

(7)  Individualized  educational 
program  planning;  and 

(8)  Parent  and  family  participation. 

Eligible  Applicants:  Iristitutions  of 

higher  education.  State  educational 
agencies,  local  educational  agencies  and 
other  public  and  private  nonprofit 
institutions  or  agencies  (including  the 
State  job  training  coordinating  councils 
and  service  delivery  area  administrative 
entities  established  under  the  Job 
Training  Partnership  Act  (29  U.S.C.  1501 
et  seq.)). 

(Authority:  20  U.S.C.  1425) 

Intergovernmental  Review  of  Federal 
Programs 

These  programs  are  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12372 
(Intergovernmental  Review  of  Federal 
Programs)  and  the  regulations  in  34  CFR 
part  79. 

The  objective  of  the  Executive  Order 
is  to  foster  an  intergovernmental 
partnership  and  to  strengthen  federalism 


by  relying  on  State  and  local  processes 
for  State  and  local  government 
coordination  and  review  of  proposed 
Federal  Hnancial  assistance. 

Applicants  must  contact  the 
appropriate  State  Single  Point  of 
Contact  to  find  out  about,  and  to  comply 
with,  the  State’s  process  under 
Executive  Order  12372.  Applicants 
proposing  to  perform  activities  in  more 
than  one  state  should  contact, 
immediately  upon  receipt  of  this  notice, 
the  Single  State  Point  of  Contact  for 
each  State  and  follow  the  procedure 
established  in  those  States  under  the 
Executive  Order,  If  you  want  to  know 
the  name  and  address  of  any  State 
Single  Point  of  Contact,  see  the  list 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
November  18, 1987,  pages  44338-44340. 

In  States  that  have  not  established  a 
process  or  chosen  a  program  for  review. 
State,  areawide,  regional,  and  local 
entities  may  submit  comments  directly 
to  the  Department. 

Any  State  Process  Recommendation 
and  other  comments  submitted  by  a 
State  Single  Point  of  Contact  and  any 
comments  from  State,  areawide, 
regional,  and  local  entities  must  be 
mailed  or  hand  delivered  by  the  date 
indicated  in  this  notice  to  the  following 
address.  The  Secretary,  E.0. 12372- 
CFDA#  U.S.  Department  of  Education, 
room  4161,  400  Maryland  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20202-0125. 

Proof  of  mailing  will  be  determined  on 
the  same  basis  as  applications,  (see  34 
CFR  75.102).  Recommendations  or 
comments  may  be  hand-delivered  until 
4:30  p.m.  (Washington,  DC  time)  on  the 
date  indicated  in  this  notice. 

PLEASE  NOTE  THAT  THE  ABOVE 
ADDRESS  IS  NOT  THE  SAME  ADDRESS  TO 
WHICH  THE  APPUCANT  SUBMITS  ITS 
COMPLETED  APPLICAHON.  DO  NOT 
SEND  APPLICATIONS  TO  THE  ABOVE 
ADDRESS. 

Instructions  for  Transmittal  of 
Applications 

(a)  If  an  applicant  wants  to  apply  for  a 
grant,  the  applicant  shall — 

(1)  Mail  the  original  and  two  copies  of 
the  application  on  or  before  the  deadline 
date  to:  U.S.  Department  of  Education, 
Application  Control  Center,  Attention: 
(CITDA#  ),  Washington,  DC  20202- 
4725,  or 

(2)  Hand  deliver  the  original  and  two 
copies  of  the  application  %  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  DC  time)  on  the  deadline 
date  to:  U.S.  Department  of  Education, 
Application  Control  Center,  Attention; 
(CroA#  ),  Room  #3833,  Regional 
Office  Building  #3,  7th  and  D  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20202. 

(b)  An  applicant  must  show  one  of  the 
following  proof  of  mailing: 


(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  Secretary. 

(c)  If  an  application  is  mailed  through 
the  U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary 
does  not  accept  either  of  the  following 
as  proof  of  mailing: 

(1)  A  private  metered  post  mark. 

(2)  A  mail  receipt  that  is  not  dated  by 
the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

Notes:  (1)  The  U.S.  Postal  Service  does  not 
uniformly  provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before 
relying  on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  its  local  post  office. 

(2)  An  applicant  wishing  to  know  its 
application  has  been  received  by  the 
Department  must  include  with  the  application 
a  stamped,  self-addressed  postcard 
containing  the  CFDA  number  and  title  of  this 
program. 

(3)  The  applicant  must  indicate  on  the 
envelope  and — if  not  provided  by  the 
Department — in  item  10  of  the  Application  for 
Federal  Assistance  (Standard  Form  424)  the 
CFDA  number — and  letter,  if  any— of  the 
competition  under  which  the  application  is 
being  submitted. 

Application  Instructions  and  Forms 

The  appendix  to  this  application  is 
divided  into  three  parts  plus  a  statement 
regarding  estimated  public  reporting 
burden  and  various  assurances  and 
certifications.  These  parts  and 
additional  material  are  organized  in  the 
same  manner  that  the  submitted 
application  should  be  organized.  The 
parts  and  additional  materials  are  as 
follows: 

Part  I:  Application  for  Federal 
Assistance  (Standard  Form  424  (Rev.  4- 
88))  and  Instructions. 

Part  II:  Budget  Information — Non¬ 
construction  Programs  (Standard  Form 
424A)  and  Instructions. 

Part  III:  Application  Narrative. 

Additional  Materials 

Estimated  Public  Reporting  Burden. 

Assurances — Non-construction 
Programs  (Standard  Form  424B). 
Certification  regarding  Lobbying: 
Debarment,  Suspension,  and  Other 
Responsibility  Matters;  and  Drug-Free 
Workplace  Requirements  (ED  80-0013). 

Certifications  regarding  Debarment, 
Suspension,  Ineligibility  and  Voluntary 
Exclusion:  Lower  Tier  Covered 
Transactions  (ED  80-0014)  and 
instructions.  (NOTE:  ED  80-0014  is 
intended  for  the  use  of  grantees  and 
should  not  be  transmitted  to  the 
Department.) 
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Disclosure  of  Lobbying  Activities 
(Standard  Form  LLL  (if  applicable])  and 
instructions;  and  Disclosure  of  Lobbying 
Activities  Continuation  Sheet  (Standard 
Form  LLL-A). 

An  applicant  may  submit  information 
on  a  photostatic  copy  of  the  application 
and  budget  forms,  the  assurances,  and 
the  combined  certification  form. 
However,  the  application  form,  the 
assurances,  and  the  certification  form 
must  each  have  an  original  signature.  No 
grant  may  be  awarded  unless  a 
completed  application  form  has  been 
received. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Joseph  Clair,  Division  of  Educational 
Services,  Office  of  Special  Education 
Programs,  U.S.  Department  of  Education, 
400  Maryland  Avenue,  SW.  (Switzer 
Building,  room  4620-2644],  Washington 
DC  20202.  Telephone;  (202]  732-4503 
(voice]  or  (202]  732-1169  (TDD). 

Dated:  April  1, 1992. 

Robert  R.  Davila, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Office  of  Special 
Education  and  Rehabilitative  Services,  y 

Common  Questions  and  Answers 

Potential  applicants  frequently  direct 
questions  to  officials  of  the  Department 
regarding  application  notices  and 
programmatic  and  administrative 
regulations  governing  various  direct 
grant  programs.  To  assist  potential 
applicants  the  Department  has 
assembled  the  following  most  commonly 
asked  questions.  In  general  these 
questions  and  answers  are  applicable  to 
all  direct  grant  competitions  covered  by 
this  application  package. 

Q.  Can  we  get  an  extension  of  the 
deadline? 

A.  No.  A  closing  date  may  be  changed 
only  under  extraordinary  circumstances. 
Any  change  must  be  announced  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  apply  to  all 
applications.  Waivers  for  individual 
applications  cannot  be  granted, 
regardless  of  the  circumstances. 

Q.  How  many  copies  of  the 
application  should  I  submit  and  must 
they  be  bound? 

A.  Current  Government-wide  policy  is 
that  only  an  original  and  two  copies 
need  be  submitted.  The  binding  of 
applications  is  optional.  At  least  one 
copy  should  be  left  unbound  to  facilitate 
any  necessary  reproduction.  Applicants 
should  not  use  foldouts,  photographs,  or 
other  materials  that  are  hard-to- 
duplicate. 

Q.  We  just  missed  the  deadline  for  the 
XXX  competition.  May  we  submit  under 
another  competition? 

A.  Yes,  but  it  may  not  be  worth  the 
postage.  A  properly  prepared 
application  should  meet  the 


specifications  of  the  competition  to 
which  it  is  submitted. 

Q.  I'm  not  sure  which  competition  is 
most  appropriate.  What  should  I  do? 

A.  We  are  happy  to  discuss  the 
questions  with  you  and  provide 
clarification  on  the  unique  elements  of 
the  various  competitions. 

Q.  Will  you  help  us  prepare  our 
application? 

A.  We  are  happy  to  provide  general 
program  information.  Clearly,  it  would 
not  be  appropriate  for  staff  to 
participate  in  the  actual  writing  of  an 
application,  but  we  can  respond  to 
specific  questions  about  application 
requirements,  evaluation  criteria,  and 
the  priorities.  Applicants  should 
understand  that  Oiis  previous  contact  is 
not  required,  nor  does  it  guarantee  the 
success  of  an  application. 

Q.  When  will  I  find  out  if  I’m  going  to 
be  funded? 

A.  You  can  expect  to  receive 
notification  within  3  to  4  months  of  the 
application  closing  date,  depending  on 
the  niunber  of  applications  received  and 
the  number  of  competitions  with  closing 
dates  at  about  the  same  time. 

Q.  Once  my  application  has  been 
reviewed  by  the  review  panel,  can  you 
tell  me  the  outcome? 

A.  No.  Every  year  we  are  called  by  a 
number  of  applicants  who  have 
legitimate  reasons  for  needing  to  know 
the  outcome  of  the  review  prior  to 
official  notification.  Some  applicants 
need  to  make  job  decisions,  some  need 
to  notify  a  local  school  district,  etc. 
Regardless  of  the  reason,  because  final 
funding  decisions  have  not  been  made 
at  that  point,  we  cannot  share 
information  about  the  review  with 
anyone. 

Q.  How  long  should  an  application 
be? 

A.  The  Secretary  strongly  requests  the 
applicant  to  limit  the  Application 
Narrative  to  no  more  than  30  pages, 
double-spaced,  typed  pages  (on  one  side 
only],  although  the  Secretary  will 
consider  applications  of  greater  length. 
Your  application  should  provide  enough 
information  to  allow  the  review  panel  to 
evaluate  the  significance  of  the  project 
against  the  criteria  of  the  competition.  It 
is  helpful  to  include  in  the  appendices 
such  information  as: 

(1]  Staff  qualifications.  These  should 
be  brief.  They  should  include  the 
person's  title  and  role  in  the  proposed 
project  and  contain  only  information 
relevant  to  the  proposed  project. 
Qualifications  of  consultants  and 
advisory  council  members  should  be 
provided  and  be  similarly  brief. 

(2]  Assurance  of  participation  of  an 
agency  other  than  the  applicant  if  such 
participation  is  critical  to  the  project. 


including  copies  of  evaluation 
instruments  proposed  to  be  used  in  the 
project  in  instances  where  such 
instruments  are  not  in  general  use. 

Q.  How  can  I  be  sure  that  my 
application  is  assigned  to  the  correct 
competition? 

A.  Applicant  should  clearly  indicate 
in  Block  6a,  6b,  and  7  of  the  face  page  of 
their  application  (Standard  form  424]  the 
CFDA  number  of  the  program  priority 
(e.g.,  84.023X]  representing  the 
competition  in  which  the  application 
should  be  considered.  If  this  information 
is  not  provided,  your  application  may 
inadvertently  be  assigned  and  reviewed 
under  a  different  competition  fi'om  the 
one  you  intended 

Q.  Will  my  application  be  returned  if  I 
am  not  funded? 

A.  We  no  longer  return  original  copies 
of  unsuccessful  applications.  Thus, 
applicants  should  retain  at  least  one 
copy  of  the  application.  Copies  of 
reviewer  comments  will  be  mailed  to 
applicants  who  are  not  successful. 

Q.  How  should  my  application  be 
organized? 

A.  The  application  narrative  should  be 
organized  to  follow  the  exact  sequence 
of  the  components  in  the  selection 
criteria  of  the  regulations  pertaining  to 
the  specific  program  competition  for 
which  the  application  is  prepared.  In 
each  instance,  a  table  of  contents  and  a 
one-page  abstract  summarizing  the 
objectives,  activities,  project 
participants,  and  expected  outcomes  of 
the  proposed  project  should  precede  the 
application  narrative. 

Q.  Is  travel  allowed  imder  these 
projects? 

A.  Travel  associated  with  carrying  out 
the  project  is  allowed  (i.e.  travel  for  data 
collection,  etc.].  Because  we  may 
request  the  principal  investigator  or 
director  of  funded  projects  to  attend  an 
annual  meeting,  you  may  also  wish  to 
include  a  trip  to  Washington,  DC  in  the 
travel  budget.  Travel  to  conferences  is 
sometimes  allowed  when  it  is  for 
purposes  of  dissemination. 

Q.  If  my  application  receives  a  high 
score  from  the  reviewer  does  that  mean 
that  I  will  receive  funding? 

A.  No.  It  is  often  the  case  that  the 
number  of  applications  scored  highly  by 
or  recommended  by  the  reviewers 
exceeds  the  dollars  available  for  funding 
projects  under  a  particular  competition. 
The  order  of  selection,  which  is  based 
on  the  scores  of  the  applications  and 
other  relevant  factors,  determines  the 
applications  that  can  be  funded. 

Q.  What  happens  during  negotiations? 

A.  During  negotiations  technical  and 
budget  issues  may  be  raised.  These  are 
issues  that  have  been  identified  during 
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panel  and  staff  review  and  require 
clarification.  Sometimes  issues  are 
stated  as  “conditions."  These  are  issues 
that  have  been  identified  as  so  critical 
that  the  award  cannot  be  made  unless 
those  conditions  are  met.  Questions  may 
also  be  raised  about  the  proposed 
budget.  Generally,  these  issues  are 
raised  because  there  is  inadequate 
justification  or  explanation  of  a 
particiilar  budget  item,  or  because  the 
budget  item  seems  unimportant  to  the 
successfiil  completion  of  the  project.  If 
you  are  asked  to  make  changes  that  you 
feel  could  seriously  affect  the  project's 
success,  you  may  provide  reasons  for 
not  making  the  changes  or  provide 
alternative  suggestions.  Similarly,  if 
proposed  budget  reductions  v/ill,  in  your 
opinion,  seriously  affect  the  project 
activities,  you  may  explain  why  and 
provide  additional  justification  for  the 
proposed  e^qienses.  An  award  cannot  be 
made  until  all  negotiation  issues  have 
been  resolved. 

Q.  If  my  application  is  successful  can  I 
assume  I  will  get  the  estimated/ 


projected  budget  amounts  in  subsequent 
years? 

A.  No.  The  estimate  for  subsequent 
year  project  costs  is  helpful  to  us  for 
planning  purposes  but  it  in  no  way 
represents  a  commitment  for  a 
particular  level  of  funding  in  subsequent 
years.  Grantees  having  a  multi-year 
project  will  be  asked  to  submit  a 
continuation  application  and  a  detailed 
budget  request  prior  to  each  year  of  the 
project. 

Q.  What  is  a  cooperative  agreement 
and  how  does  it  differ  from  a  gr£int? 

A.  A  cooperative  agreement  is  similar 
to  a  grant  in  that  its  principal  purpose  is 
to  provide  assistance  for  a  public 
purpose  of  support  or  stimulation  as 
authorized  by  a  Federal  statute.  A 
cooperative  agreement  differs  fi'om  a 
grant  because  of  the  substantial 
involvement  anticipated  between  the 
executive  agency  (in  this  case  the 
Department  of  Education)  and  the 
recipient  during  the  performance  of  the 
contemplated  activity. 


Q.  Is  the  procedure  for  applying  for  a 
cooperative  agreement  different  fi'om 
the  procedure  for  applying  for  a  grant? 

A.  No.  If  the  Department  of  Education 
determines  that  a  given  award  should  be 
made  by  cooperative  agreement  rather 
than  a  grant,  the  applicant  will  be 
advised  at  the  time  of  negotiation  of  any 
special  procedures  that  must  be 
followed. 

Q.  How  do  I  provide  an  assurance? 

A.  Simply  state  in  vmting  that  you  are 
meeting  prescribed  requirement. 

Q.  Where  can  copies  of  the  Federal 
Register,  program  regulations,  and 
federal  statutes  be  obtained? 

A.  Copies  of  these  materials  can 
usually  be  found  at  your  local  library.  If 
not,  they  can  be  obtained  from  the 
Government  Printing  Office  by  writing 
to:  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S. 
Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  DC  20402.  Telephone:  (202) 
783-3238. 
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INSTRUCTIONS  FOR  THE  SF  424 

This  is  a  standard  form  used  by  applicants  as  a  required  facesheet  for  preappiications  and  applications  submitted 
for  Federal  assistance.  It  will  be  used  by  Federal  agencies  to  obtain  applicant  certification  that  States  which  have 
established  a  review  and  comment  procedure  in  response  to  Executive  Order  12372  and  have  selected  the  program 
to  be  included  in  their  process,  have  been  given  an  opportunity  to  review  the  applicant’s  submission. 


Item:  Entry; 

1 .  Self-explanatory. 

2.  Date  application  submitted  to  Federal  agency  (or 
State  if  applicable)  &  applicant's  control  number 
(if  applicable). 

3.  State  use  only  (if  applicable). 

4.  If  this  application  is  to  continue  or  revise  an 
existing  award,  enter  present  Federal  identifier 
number.  If  for  a  new  project,  leave  blank. 

5.  Legal  name  of  applicant,  name  of  primary 
organizational  unit  which  will  undertake  the 
assistance  activity,  complete  address  of  the 
applicant,  and  name  and  telephone  number  of  the 
person  to  contact  on  matters  related  to  this 
application. 

6.  Enter  Employer  Identification  Number  (EIN)  as 
assigned  by  the  Internal  Revenue  Service. 

7  Enter  the  appropriate  letter  in  the  space 
provided. 

8.  Check  appropriate  box  and  enter  appropriate 
letter(s)  in  the  space(s)  provided: 

—  "New”  means  a  new  assistance  award. 

—  "Continuation"  means  an  extension  for  an 
additional  funding/budget  period  for  a  project 
with  a  projected  completion  date. 

—  "Revision”  means  any  change  in  the  Federal 
Government’s  financial  obligation  or 
contingent  liability  from  an  existing 
obligation. 

9.  Name  of  Federal  agency  from  which  assistance  is 
being  requested  with  tl^  application. 

10.  Use  the  Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
number  and  title  of  the  program  under  which 
assistance  is  requested. 

1 1 .  Enter  a  brief  descriptive  title  of  the  project,  if 
more  than  one  program  is  involved,  you  should 
append  an  explanation  on  a  separate  sheet.  If 
appropriate  (e.g.,  construction  or  real  property 
projects),  attach  a  map  showing  project  location. 
For  preapplications,  use  a  separate  sheet  to 
provide  a  summary  description  of  this  project 


Item;  Entry; 

12.  List  only  the  largest  political  entities  affected 
(e.g.,  State,  counties,  cities). 

13.  Self-explanatory. 

14.  List  the  applicant's  Congressional  District  and 
any  District(s)  affected  by  the  program  or  project. 

15.  Amount  requested  or  to  be  contributed  during 
the  first  funding/budget  period  by  each 
contributor.  Value  of  in-kind  contributions 
should  be  included  on  appropriate  lines  as 
applicable.  If  the  action  will  result  in  a  dollar 
change  to  an  existing  award,  indicate  only  the 
amount  of  the  change.  For  decreases,  enclose  the 
amounts  in  parentheses.  If  both  basic  and 
supplemental  amounts  are  included,  show 
breakdown  on  an  attached  sheet.  For  multiple 
program  funding,  use  totals  and  show  breakdown 
using  same  categories  as  item  15. 

16.  Applicants  should  contact  the  State  Single  Point 
of  Contact  (SPOC)  for  Federal  Executive  Order 
12372  to  determine  whether  the  application  is 
subject  to  the  State  intergovernmental  review 
process. 

17.  This  question  applies  to  the  applicant  organi¬ 
zation,  not  the  person  who  signs  as  the 
authorized  representative.  Categories  of  debt 
include  delinquent  audit  disallowances,  loans 
and  taxes. 

18.  To  be  signed  by  the  authorized  representative  of 
the  applicant.  A  copy  of  the  governing  body’s 
authorization  for  you  to  sign  this  application  as 
official  representative  must  be  on  file  in  the 
applicant’s  office.  (Certain  Federal  agencies  may 
require  that  this  authorization  be  submitted  as 
part  of  the  application.) 
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INSTRUCTIONS  FOR  THE  SF-424A 


General  Inatructione 

This  form  is  designed  so  that  application  can  be  made 
for  funds  from  one  or  more  grant  programs.  In  pre¬ 
paring  the  budget,  adhere  to  any  existing  Federal 
grantor  agency  guidelines  which  prescribe  how  and 
whether  budgeted  amounts  should  be  separately 
shown  for  different  functions  or  activitieo  within  the 
program.  For.  some  programs,  grantor  agendas  may 
require  budgets  to  be  separately  shown  by  ftuiction  or 
activity.  For  other  programs,  grantor  agencies  may 
require  a  breakdown  by  function  or  activity.  Sections 
A,B,C,  and  D  should  include  budget  estimates  fw  the 
whole  project  except  when  applying  for  assistance 
which  requires  Federal  authorization  in  annual  or 
other  funding  period  increments.  In  the  latter  ease. 
Sections  A3>  C,  and  0  should  provide  the  budget  for 
the  first  bud^t  period  (usually  a  year)  and  Section  E 
should  present  the  need  for  F^eral  assistance  in  the 
subsequent  budget  periods.  All  applications  should 
contain  a  breakdown  by  the  object  class  categories 
shown  in  Lines  a-k  of  Section  B. 

Section  A.  Budget  Summarv 
Lines  1-4,  Columns  (a)  and  (d) 

For  applications  pertaining  to  a  single  Federal  grant 
program  (Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Catalog 
number)  and  not  requiring  a  functional  or  activity 
breakdown,  enter  on  Line  1  under  Column  (a)  the 
catalog  program  title  and  the  catalog  number  in 
Column  (b). 

For  applications  pertaining  to  a  single  program 
requiring  budget  amounts  by  multiple  functions  or 
activities,  enter  the  name  of  each  activity  or  function 
on  each  line  in  Column  (a),  and  enter  the  catalog  num¬ 
ber  in  Column  (b).  For  applications  pertsdning  to  mul¬ 
tiple  programs  where  none  of  the  programs  require  a 
breakdown  by  function  or  activity,  enter  the  catalog 
program  title  on  each  line  in  Column  (a)  and  the 
respective  catalog  number  on  each  line  in  Column  (b). 

For  applications  pertaining  to  multiple  programs 
where  one  or  more  programs  require  a  breakdown  by 
function  or  activity,  prepare  a  separate  sheet  for  each 
program  requiring  the  breakdown.  Additional  sheets 
should  be  used  when  one  form  does  not  provide 
adequate  space  for  all  breakdown  of  data  required. 
However,  when  more  than  one  sheet  is  used,  the  first 
page  should  provide  the  summary  totals  by  programs. 

Lines  1-4,  Columns  (e)  through  (g.) 

For  new  applicatione,  leave  Columns  (c)  and  (d)  blank. 
For  each  line  entry  in  Columns  (a)  and  (b),  enter  in 
Columns  (e),  (f),  and  (g)  the  appropriate  amounts  of 
funds  needed  to  support  the  project  for  the  first 
funding  period  (usually  a  year). 


Lines  1-4,  Columns  (e)  through  (g.)  ( continued) 

For  continuing  grant  program  applicatione,  submit 
these  forms  before  the  end  of  each  funding  period  as 
required  by  the  grantor  agency.  Enter  in  Columns  (c) 
and  (d)  the  estimated  amounts  of  funds  which  will 
remain  unobligated  at  the  end  of  the  grant  funding 
period  only  if  the  Federal  grantor  agency  instructions 
provide  for  this.  Otherwise,  leave  these  columns 
blank.  Enter  in  columns  (e)  and  (f)  the  amounts  of 
funds  needed  for  the  upcoming  period.  The  amount(s) 
in  Column  (g)  should  be  the  sum  of  amounts  in 
Columns  (e)  and  (f). 

For  eupplemental  grante  and  changee  to  existing 
grants,  do  not  use  Columns  (c)  and  (d).  Enter  in 
Column  (e)  the  amount  of  the  increase  or  decrease  of 
Federal  funds  and  enter  in  Column  (f)  the  amount  of 
the  increase  or  decrease  of  non-Federal  funds.  In 
Column  (g)  enter  the  new  total  budgeted  amount 
(Federal  and  non-Federal)  which  includes  the  total 
previous  authorized  budgeted  amounts  plus  or  minus, 
as  appropriate,  the  amounts  shown  in  Columns  (e)  and 
(f).  iiie  amounUs)  in  Column  (g)  should  not  equal  the 
sum  of  amounts  in  Columns  (e)  and  (f). 

Line  5  —  Show  the  totals  for  all  columns  used. 

Section  B  Budget  Categories 
In  the  column  headings  (1)  throu^  (4),  enter  the  titles 
of  the  same  programs,  frmetions,  and  activities  shown 
on  Lines  1-4,  Column  (a).  Section  A.  When  additional 
sheets  are  prepared  for  Section  A,  provide  similar 
column  headings  on  each  sheet  For  each  program, 
ftinction  or  activity,  fill  in  the  total  requirements  for 
funds  (both  Federal  and  non-Federal)  by  object  class 
categories. 

Lines  6a-i  —  Show  the  totals  of  Lines  6a  to  6h  in  each 
column. 

Line  6j  •  Show  the  amount  of  indirect  cost. 

Line  6k  -  Enter  the  total  of  amounts  on  Lines  6i  and 
6j.  For  all  applications  for  new  grants  and 
continuation  grants  the  total  amount  in  column  (5), 
Line  6k.  should  be  the  same  as  the  total  amount  shown 
in  Section  A,  Column  (g).  Line  5.  For  supplemental 
grants  and  changes  to  grants,  the  total  amount  o(  the 
increase  or  decrease  as  shown  in  Columns  (l)-(4).  Line 
6k  should  be  the  same  as  the  sum  of  the  amounts  in 
Section  A.  Columns  (e)  and  (f)  on  Line  5. 
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INSTRUCTIONS  FOR  THE  SF-424A  (continued) 


LiaeT-Enter  the  estimated  amountof  income,  if  any, 
expected  to  be  generated  from  this  project  Do  not  add 
or  subtract  this  amount  firom  the  total  project  amount. 
Show  under  the  program  narrative  statement  the 
nature  and  source  of  income.  The  estimated  amount  of 
program  income  may  be  considered  by  the  federal 
grantor  agency  in  determining  the  total  amoimt  of  the 
grant. 

Section  C.  Noa>Federal*Resources 

Lines  8-11  -  Enter  amounts  of  non-Federal  resotirces 
that  will  be  used  on  the  grant.  If  in-kind  contributions 
are  included,  provide  a  brief  explanation  on  a  separate 
sheet. 

Column  (a)  -  Enter  the  program  titles  identical 
to  Column  (a).  Section  A.  A  breakdown  by 
function  or  activity  is  not  necessary. 

Column  (b)  >  Enter  the  contribution  to  be  made 
by  the  applicant 

Column  (c)  -  Enter  the  amount  of  the  State’s 
cash  and  in-kind  contribution  if  the  applicant  is 
not  a  State  or  State  agen^.  Applicants  which  are 
a  State  or  State  agencies  should  leave  this 
column  blank. 

Column  (d)  -  Enter  the  amount  of  cash  and  in- 
kind  contributions  to  be  made  from  all  other 
sources. 

Column  (a)  -  Enter  totals  of  Columns  (b),  (c),  and 
(d). 

Lino  IS  —  Enter  the  total  for  each  of  Columns  (bMe). 
The  amount  in  Column  (e)  should  be  equal  to  the 
amount  on  Line  5,  Column  (f).  Section  A. 

Section  D.  Forecasted  Cash  Needs 

Line  13  >  Enter  the  amount  of  cash  needed  by  quarter 
firom  the  grantor  agency  during  the  first  year. 


Line  14  -  Enter  the  amount  of  cash  from  all  other 
sources  needed  by  quarter  during  the  first  year. 

Line  15  -  Enter  the  totals  of  amounts  on  Lines  13  and 
14. 

Section  E.  Budget  Estimates  of  Federal  Funds 
Needed  for  Balance  of  the  Project 

Lines  18  •  19  •  Enter  in  Column  (a)  the  same  grant 
program  titles  shown  in  Column  (a).  Section  A.  A 
breakdown  by  function  or  activity  is  not  necessary.  For 
new  applications  and  continuation  grant  applications, 
enter  in  the  proper  columns  amounts  of  Federal  funds 
which  will  be  needed  to  complete  the  program  or 
project  over  the  succeeding  funding  periods  (usually  in 
years).  This  section  need  not  be  completed  for  revisions 
(amendments,  changes,  or  supplements)  to  funds  for 
the  current  year  of  existing  grants. 

If  more  than  four  lines  are  needed  to  list  the  program 
titles,  submit  additional  schedules  as  necessary. 

Line  20  -  Enter  the  total  for  each  of  the  Columns  (b)- 
(e).  When  additional  schedules  are  prepared  for  this 
Section,  annotate  accordingly  and  show  the  overall 
totals  on  this  line. 

Section  F.  Other  Budget  Information 

Line  21  -  Use  this  space  to  explain  amounts  for 
individual  direct  object-class  cost  categories  that  may 
appear  to  be  out  of  the  ordinary  or  to  explain  the 
details  as  required  by  the  Federal  grantor  agency. 

Line  22  -  Enter  the  type  of  indirect  rate  (provisional, 
predetermined,  final  or  fixed)  that  will  be  in  effect 
during  the  funding  period,  the  estimated  amount  of 
the  base  to  which  the  rate  is  applied,  and  the  total 
indirect  expense. 

Line  23  -  Provide  any  other  explanations  or  comments 
deemed  necessary. 
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Part  ni — Program  Narrative 

Instructions  for  Estimated  Public 
Reporting  Burden 

Under  terms  of  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  of  1980,  as  amended,  and 
the  regulations  implementing  that  Act, 
the  Department  of  Education  invites 
comment  on  the  public  reporting  burden 
in  this  collection  of  infomiation.  Public  - 
reporting  burden  for  this  collection  of 
information  is  estimated  to  average  36 
hours  per  response,  including  the  time 
for  reviewing  instructions,  searching 
existing  data  sources,  gathering  and 
maintaining  the  data  needed,  and 
completing  and  reviewing  the  collection 
of  information.  You  may  send  comments 
regarding  this  burden  estimate  or  any 
other  aspect  of  this  collection  of 
information,  including  suggestions  for 
reducing  this  burden,  to  the  U.S. 


Department  of  Education,  Information 
Management  and  Compliance  Division, 
Washington,  D.C.  20202-4651;  and  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget, 
Paperwork  Reduction  Project  1820-0028, 
Washington,  D.C.  20503. 

(Information  collection  approved 
under  OMB  contrbl  number  1820-0028. 
Expiration  date:  June,  1992.) 

New  Grants 

Before  preparing  the  Application 
Narrative  an  applicant  should  read 
carefully  the  description  of  the  program, 
the  information  regarding  priorities,  and 
the  selection  criteria  the  Secretary  uses 
to  evaluate  applications. 

The  application  narrative  should  be 
organized  to  follow  the  exact  sequence 
of  the  components  in  the  selection 
criteria  of  the  regulations  pertaining  to 
the  specific  program  competition  for 


which  the  application  is  prepared.  In 
each  instance,  a  table  of  contents  and  a 
one-page  abstract  summarizing  the 
objectives,  activities,  and  project 
outcomes  of  the  proposed  project  should 
precede  the  application  narrative. 

The  narrative  should  encompass  each 
function  or  activity  for  which  funds  are 
being  requested  and  should — 

1.  Begin  with  an  abstract;  that  is,  a 
summary  of  the  proposed  project; 

2.  Describe  the  proposed  project  in 
light  of  each  of  the  selection  criteria  in 
the  order  in  which  the  criteria  are  listed 
in  this  application  package;  and 

3.  Include  any  other  pertinent 
information  that  might  assist  the 
Secretary  in  reviewing  the  application. 

Note. — ^The  application  narrative  should 
not  exceed  30  double-spaced  typed  pages  (on 
one  side  only). 
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ASSURANCES  ~  NON-CONSTRUCTION  PROGRAMS 

Note:  Certain  af  these  assuranoes  may  not  be  applicable  to  yowr  project  or  program.  If  you  hare  que^ona, 
please  contact  theawarding  agency.  Further,  certain  Federal  awarding  agencies  may  require  applicants 
to  certify  to  additienal  assurances.  lfsuoh4sthecase,you  «raU  benotifi^. 

As  the  duly  antbuiisNI  wpeestiitativa  of  the  applicanti  certify  that  the  applicant: _ 


1.  Has  the  legal  authority  to  apply  for  Federal 
assistance,  and  the  institutional,  managerial  and 
financial  capability  (including  hinds  suiXicient  to 
pay  the  non-Faderal  share  of  project  costs)  to 
ensure  proper  planning,  management  and  com¬ 
pletion  ^thc  project  described  in  this  application. 

2.  Wm  give  the  awarding  ai^ncy,  the  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States,  and  if  appropriate, 
the  State,  through  any  authorized  representative, 
access  to  and  the  ri^  to  examine  all  records, 
books,  papers,  or  documents  related  to  the  award; 
and  will  establish  a  proper  accounting  system  in 
accordance  with  generally  accepted  accounting 
standards  or  agency  directives. 

3.  Will  establish  safeguards  to  prohibit  employees 
from  using  their  positions  for  a  purpose  that 
constitutes  or  presents  the  appearance  of  personal 
or  organizational  conflict  of  interest,  or  personal 
gain. 

4.  Will  initiate  and  complete  the  work  within  the 
applicable  time  frame  after  receipt  of  approval  of 
the  awarding  agency. 

5.  Will  comply  with  the  Intergovernmental 
Personnel  Act  of  1970  (42  U.S.C.  IS  4728-4763) 
relating  to  prescribed  standards  for  merit  systems 
for  programs  funded  under  one  of  the  nineteen 
statutes  or  regulations  specifled  in  Appendix  A  of 
OPM's  Standards  for  a  Merit  System  of  Personnel 
Administration  (5  C.F.R.  900,  Subpart  F). 

6.  Will  comply  with  all  Federal  statutes  relating  to 
nondiscrimination.  These  include  but  are  not 
limited  to:  (a)  Title  VI  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of 
1964  (P.L.  88-352)  which  prohibits  discrimination 
on  the  basis  of  race,  color  or  national  origin;  (b) 
Title  IX  of  the  Education  Amendments  of  1972,  as 
amended  (20  U.S.C.  IS  1681-1683,  and  1685-1686), 
which  prohibits  discrimination  on  the  basis  of  sex; 
(c)  Section  504  of  the  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as 
amended  (29  U.S.C.  I  794),  which  prohibits  dis¬ 
crimination  on  the  basis  of  handicaps;  (d)  the  Age 
Discrimination  Act  of  1975,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C. IS  6101-6107),  which  prohibits  discrim¬ 
ination  on  the  basis  of  age; 


(e)  the  Drug  Abuse  Office  and  Treatment  Act  of 
1972  (P.L.  92-255),  as  amended,  relating  to 
noncRscrimination  on  the  basis  of  drug  abuse;  (0 
the  Comprehensive  Alcohol  Abuse  and  Alcoholism 
Prevention,  Treatment  and  Rehabilitation  Act  of 
1870  iP.L.  91-616),  as  amended,  relating  to 
iiondiscriimnetion  on  the  basis  of  alcohol  abuse  or 
alcoholism;  .(^  SS  523  and  627  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  of  1012  (42'U.S.C.  290  dd-3  and  290  ee- 
D,  as  amended,  relating  to  confidentiality  of 
alecAwl  and  drug  abuse  patient  records;  (h)  Title 
Vm  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1968  (42  U  S  C  1 
3601  et  seq.),  as  amended,  relating  to  non¬ 
discrimination  in  the  sale,  rental  or  financing  of 
housing;  (i)  any  other  nondiscrimination 
provisions  in  the  specific  8tatute(s)  under  which 
application  for  Federal  assistance  is  being  made; 
and  (j)  the  requirements  of  any  other 
nondiscrimination  statute(s)  which  may  apply  to 
the  application. 

7.  Will  comply,  or  has  already  complied,  with  the 
requirements  of  Titles  II  and  III  of  the  Uniform 
Relocation  Assistance  and  Real  Property 
Acquisition  Policies  Act  of  1970  (P.L.  91-646) 
which  provide  for  fair  and  equitable  treatment  of 
persona  displaced  or  whose  property  is  acquired  as 
a  result  of  Federal  or  federally  assisted  programs 
These  requirements  apply  to  all  interests  in  real 
property  acquired  for  project  purposes  regardless 
of  Federal  participation  in  purchases. 

8.  Will  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  Hatch  Act 
(5  U.S.C.  SS  1501-1508  and  7324-7328)  which  limit 
the  political  activities  of  employees  whose 
principal  employment  activities  are  funded  in 
whole  or  in  part  with  Federal  funds. 

9.  Will  comply,  as  applicable,  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Davis-Bacon  Act  (40  U.S.C.  SS  276a  to  276a- 
7),  the  Copeland  Act  (40  U.S.C.  S  276c  and  18 
U.S.C.  SS  874),  and  the  Contract  Work  Hours  and 
Safety  Standards  Act  (40  U.S.C.  SS  327-333), 
regarding  labor  standards  for  federally  assisted 
construction  subagreements. 


Sundan)  Form  4248  (4eS( 
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10.  Will  comply,  if  applicable,  with  flood  insurance 
purchase  requirements  of  Section  102(a)  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973  (P.L.  93-234) 
which  requires  recipients  in  a  special  flood  hazard 
area  to  participate  in  the  program  andto  purchase 
flood  insurance  if  the  total  cost  of  insurable 
construction  and  acquisition  is  $10,000  or  more. 

1 1.  Will  comply  with  environmental  standards  which 
may  be  prescribed  pursuant  to  the  following;  (a) 
institution  of  environmental  quality  control 
measures  under  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (P.L.  91-190)  and  Executive 
Order  (EO)  11514;  (b)  notification  of  violating 
facilities  pursuant  to  EO  11738;  (c)  protection  of 
wetlands  pursuant  to  EO  11990;  (d)  evaluation  of 
flood  hazaids  in  floodplains  in  accordance  with  EO 
1 1988;  (e)  assurance  of  project  consistency  with 
the  approved  State  management  program 
developed  under  the  Coastal  Zone  Management 
Act  of  1972  (16  U.S.C.  |§  1451  et  seq  );  (f) 
conformity  of  Federal  actions  to  State  (Clear  Air) 
Implementation  Plans  under  Section  176(c)  of  the 
Clear  Air  Act  of  1955,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  S 
7401  et  seq.);  (g)  protection  of  underground  sources 
of  drinking  water  under  the  Safe  Drinking  Water 
Act  of  1974,  as  amended,  (P.L.  93-523);  and  (h) 
protection  of  endangered  species  under  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973,  as  amended,  (P.L. 
93-205). 

12.  Will  comply  with  the  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  Act 
of  1968  (16  U.S.C.  IS  1271  et  seq.)  related  to 
protecting  components  or  potential  components  of 
the  national  wild  and  scenic  rivers  system. 


13.  Will  assist  the  awarding  agency  in  assuring 
compliance  with  Section  106  of  the  National 
Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966,  as  amended  (16 
U.S.C.  470),  EO  11593  (identification  and 
protection  of  historic  properties),  and  the 
Archaeological  and  Historic  Preservation  Act  of 
1974  (16  u  s  e.  469a-l  et  seq  ). 

14.  Will  comply  with  P.L.  93-348  regarding  the 
protection  of  human  subjects  involved  in  research, 
development,  and  related  activities  supported  by 
this  award  of  assistance. 

15.  Will  comply  with  the  Laboratory  Animal  Welfare 
Act  of  1%6  (P.L.  89-544,  as  amended,  7  U.S.C. 
2131  et  seq.)  pertaining  to  the  care,  handling,  and 
treatment  of  warm  blooded  animals  held  for 
research,  teaching,  or  other  activities  supported  by 
this  award  of  assistance. 

16.  Will  comply  with  the  Lead-Based  Paint  Poisoning 
Prevention  Act  (42  U.S.C.  }}  4801  et  seq.)  which 
prohibits  the  use  of  lead  based  paint  in 
construction  or  rehabilitation  of  residence 
structures. 

17.  Will  cause  to  be  performed  the  required  financial 
and  compliance  audits  in  accordance  with  the 
Single  Audit  Act  of  1984. 

18.  Will  comply  with  all  applicable  requirements  of  all 
other  Federal  laws,  executive  orders,  regulations 
and  policies  governing  this  program. 


SIGNATURE  OF  AUTHORIZED  CERTIFYING  OFFICIAL 

TITLE 

APPLICANT  ORGANIZATION 

DATE  SUBMITTED 

SF  42«8  (448)  Back 


PKlenl  Rftgtoiar  /  Vol.  57,  No.  68  ^  Wodnesday,  April  6, 19B£  ^  Mottoes 


12122 


CERTinCATIONS  SEGARDING  LOBBYING;  DEBARMENT,  SUSPENSION  AND  OTHER 
IIESPONSIBILITYMATTERS;  AND  DRUG-FREE  WORKPLACE  REQUIREMENTS 

Applic«nl»shw<d  wfartothe  wgaladowctled^aiDwtp  irtgmdnetfce  cntifiatton  to  whtdt^wyre  required  to  moL  Ai»Bctnt> 
■houkt«liMtviiwth«taitfttctkiMfarceabfici>kMitatdudadlntii»r<gul«tk>nibcfaw«»BqitodaitlitofanB.  Stanahireaftmfaim 
piovkleslbr  oouDlianoc  wkh  colifioitkm  nquiiemanltanda' 34Cnl  Part  82,  l^iew  Rettncbon*  on  LobtralBfraiKl  34CERPHt  85, 
v^oiwrninent'WiaelMMmMnt  aiKl  Suapenakm  (hk>i^)tooiicmenO  anl  Govenunea-'Widc  Requkementa  for  Driis*I¥ee  W 
(Grant*).*  The  ccrtUicadonf  ahaU  be  tnatad  «»«  aonerid  icpNMtalton  of  Cwrt  upcHi  «MchicB«iR  wfll  bejAaoea  when  tiie  Department 
of  Education  determine*  to  award  the  covered  tnmtaction,  grain;  Of  cooperative  agraanenL 


1.  LOBBYING 


As  required  bySecSkHi  ISSLTkle  31  of  the  US  Cock  and 
implemented  at 34 CFR Bait 82, for peraona enteringinto a 
grant  or  coopeeativaagreenteiH  ovei  $10(M»0,aad«ined  at  31 
CTR  PutBL  SecilmS.1fl6awl  g.1lfl,4iie  appUcantoertiflea 
that 


(a)  No  Federal  appropriated  funds  have  beenpddur  wBlhe 
paid,  by  or  on  boialf  of  the  undersigned,  to  any  peison  for 
InfluenditgaraMempliiigto  faifluerCT  aneffioaroromptoyae 
of  any  agency^a  Member  of  Comess,  anofficeror  empk^ee 
of  Ccmpw,  or  an  employee  of  a  Member  of  Coi\grea*  in 
connectkmwIlhtheinakmgofanyFBderal  grant  the  entering 
into  of  any  coopendivc  agreement  and  the  catenAon, 
continuation,  renewal,  amendment  or  modification  ^  any 
Federal  grant  or  cooperative  agreement; 


any  funds  other  then  Federal  appropriated  funds  have 
paid  onwU  be  paid  foany  perm  for  influencing  or 


(b)  If  any 
beeni 

attenreting  to  influence  an  offiMV  or  empioyae  of  jnyagency,  a 
Member  of  CbngresSk  an  offleer  OT  employee  of  Dmgreas,  or  an 
employee  of  aMiember  of  Congreaa  inoonnaction  wM  this 
Feoeral  grant  or  coopecafiveagreement  the  undersigned  shall 
complete  and  subam  Standard  Form -Ui^  IDiacloBuie  Form 
to  R^rt  Lobbying,”  in  aooDnlance  with  toinahiictiBm; 


(c)  The  undersigned  ahall  require  that  the  language  of  this 
certification  be  mcluded  in  the  award  documents  for  all 
subawards  at  all  tiers  (including  subgrants,  omtracts  under 
grants  and  cooperative  agreements,  and  subccmtracts)  and  that 
ail  subredpienu  shall  certify  and  disclose  accordingly. 


2.  DEBARMENT,  SUSPENSION,  AND  OTHER 
RESPONSIBILITY  MATTERS 

As  required  by  Executive  Order  12549,  Ddiannent  and 
Suspouioa,  and  implemented  at  34  CFR  Part  85,  for 
prMpectivepartidpants  in  piimaiy  covered  transactions,  as 
defined  at  34  CFR  Part  85,  Sections  85.105  and  85.110  - 


A  The  applicant  certifies  that  It  and  its  principals: 


(a)  Are  not  presently  debarred,  au^)endad,niopoaed  for 
debarment  declared  indigibk  or  wuntaruy  excluded  from 
covered  transactions  by  any  lUeral  department  or  agency; 


(b)  Have  not  within  a  Ihreeyear  period  preceding  this 
application  been  convicted  of  or  iiad  a  ctvil  judgi^t  rendered 
againet  flwni  for  commiesion  of  fraud  or  a  crinmiail  oHenae  in 
oonnection  with  obtaining,  attempting  to  obtain,  or  performing 
a  public  (FederaL  State,  or  locaO  traniKtion  or  contract  under 
a  public  transection;  violation  of  Federal  or  Slate  antitruet 
elatutee  or  commission  of  embeizlement  theft,  forgeiy, 
bribery,  faUfication  or  destruction  of  records,  mal&g  fidae 
elalements,  or  receiving  stolen  pnqrerty; 


(c)  Are  not  presently  indicted  for  or  otherwise  criminally  or 
dviUy  charged  by  a  governmental  entify  Qkleral,  State,  or 
local}  widi  oomiiuMfon  of  any  of  the  offenses  enumerate  in 
paragraph  (IXb)  of  this  oeitifKation;  and 


(d)  Have  not  within  a  thrae-jfear  period  preoediM  fliis 
application  had  «ne  or  moee  public  lianaactianaflMenL  Stak 
or  locaD  fenninated  for  oauaeordefoiik;aiid 

B.  Where  dwappBcant  is  unable  to  certify  to  any  of  the 
statements  in  troscertificarinn,  he  or  ahe  ahall  attefa  mi 
eqilanalion  to  tfaia  appikation. 


3.  DRUG-FREE  WORKPLACE 
(GRANTEES  OTHER  THAN  INDIVIDUALS) 

As  required  by  flw  Dragibae  Weriqdace  Act  of  1988^  and 
impknenfed  at  34  CFR  Fart  fiS,  Subpart  F,  for  grantees,  as 
difined  at  34  CFRPart  85,  Sections  S.fi05  and  KfilO - 

A.  The  applicant  oertflieBflMt  it  wfll  or  will  centtinne  to 
provideaebug-foee  workplace  by: 

(a)  PublMiing  a  statement  notflying  employrees  that  tile 
unlawful  manufocture;  distribimon,  diqiensing,  possession,  or 
use  of  a  controlled  substance  is  prohiUtra  in  the  grantee's 
workplace  and  i^iedfyiiQ  the  actions  that  will  be  taken  against 
employees  for  violsticn.w  such  prohibition; 

(b)  Estsblitiiingan  on-going  diugfree  awarenem  program  to 
inform  employm  about- 

(1 )  The  dangen  of  drug  abuse  bi  the  workplace; 

(2)  The  grantee's  policy  of  maintaining  a  dnig-ftee  worlqdace; 

P)  Any  available  drug  counsding,  rehabilitation,  and 
employee  asaiatanoe  programs;  and 

(4)  The  penakiea  tiiat  may  be  imposed  upon  employees  for 
drug  abuse  vkdations  occurring  in  the  wc^cplaoe; 

in  tii^CT^innanoedPtiiepant  be  dven  of 
statement  required  by  paragraph  w; 

(d)  Notifying  the  employee  in  the  statement  required  by 
paragraph  (a)  that,  as  a  condition  of  employment  under  tile 
granLthecmploywadll- 

(1)  Abide  by  the  terms  of  the  statemefe;  and 

(2)  Notify  the  enqiloycr  in  writing  of  his  or  her  conviction  for  a 
vtotation  erf  a  criminal  drug  rtatiwe  oocunringln  the  woikplace 
no  later  than  five  calendar  daya  after  such  OMiviction; 

(e)  Notifying  tiie  agency,  in  writing  witiiin  10  calendar  days 
after  receiving  notin  under  subparagraph  (dX2>  from  an 
employee  or  otherwise  receiving  actual  notice  of  such 
conviction.  Employen  of  convicted  employees  muat  provide 
notice;  including  porition  titk  fo:  Director,  Grants  and 
Contracts  Service;  US.  Deparbnent  of  Educstkm,  400 
Muylsnd  Avenue;  S.W.(Rc»m  3124,  GSA  Regk^  Office 
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Building  No.  3),  Wuhington,  DC  20202-4571.  Notks  thall  in¬ 
clude  the  identification  numbeit^  of  eadtaflactad  grant; 

(0  Takins  one  of  the  following  actions,  wUifai  30  calendar  daft 
of  receiving  notice  under  tubpaxagcaph  (dX2}.  with  respect  to 
any  employee  «vho  it  to  convicted 

(1)  Taking  appropriate  perionndacea:i  againstsadt  an 
employee,  up  to  and  including  tenninadon,  conaialent  wMi  the 
requiremenu  of  the  Rdubilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended;  or 

(2)  Requiring  such  employee  to  participate  utisfiictorily  in  a 
drug  apuie  amistance  or  rehabiutatioa  program  approved  for 
such  purposes  by  a  Federal  State,  w  local  wtelth,  law  enforce- 
ment,  or  other  appropriate  agency; 

W  Making  a  good  faith  effort  to  continue  to  maintainadnig- 
nee  workplace  through  imiriemeiitation  of  paragraphs  (a), 

(b),  (c),  (d  j,  (e),  and  (fT 


B.  The  grantee  may  insert  in  the  spaoe  provided  bdow  the 
sitefs)  for  the  performance  of  workdone  iaconnaotian  with  the 
specific  graitt: 

Place  of  Performance  (Street  address,  dty,flotinty,  state;  riP 
code) 


DRUG-FREE  WORKPLACE 
(GRANTEES  WHO  ARE  W1NV1DUAI.5) 

As  required  by  the  Drug^ree  Woricpiace  Act  of  1988w  and 
implemented  at  34  CFR  85,  Subpart  P,  for  grantees,  as 
denned  at  34  CFR  Part  85,  Sections  w.605  and  85  AlO  — 

A  As  aconditkMi  of  the  giant,!  certify  that  I  win  not  engage 
in  the  unlawful  manufeohue,  distiibutioii,  dispensing,  pos¬ 
session,  or  use  of  a  controlled  substance  in  conducting  any 
activity  with  the  grant;  and 

&  If  convicted  of  a  criminal  drug  ofCoise  resulting  from  a 
violation  occurring  during  the  cesMluct  of  a^  Ecant  activify, 
I  wiU  report  the  conviction,  in  writing,  within  u)  calendar 
days  of  the  conviction,  to:  Director,  Grants  and  Contracts 
Service;  Ufi.  Department  of  Education,  400  Maryland 
Aveme;  S.W.  (Room  3124,  GSA  Rqg^nal  Office  Btdldiag 
No.^  Washington,  DC  20202-4571.  Nofieeshafl  include 
(he  identificatkMi  iramheKs)  of  each  rffected  grant. 


Check  0  if  there  are  workplaces  on  fSe  dart  are  not  identafiad 
here. 


As  the  duly  authorized  lepiesentativeof  Bk  appficant,  1  hereby  vmSj  that  theapplicant  will  comply  with  the  above  eerttficatiena. 


NAME  OF  APPLICANT 

PR/ AWARD  NUMBER  AND/(3RPRQfECTNAME 

PRINTED  NAME  AND  TITLE  OF  AUTHOiaZED  REPRESENT A17VE 

SIGNATURE 

DATE 

ED  8(M)013, 6/90  (Replaces  ED  80-0008, 12/89;  ED  Form  GCS-006,  (REV.  12/88);  ED  80-0010, 5/90;  and  ED  80-0011, 5/90,  which  are 
obsolete) 
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Certification  Regardinjg  Debarment,  Su^ension,  Ineligibility  and 
Voluntaiy  Exclusion  —  Lower  Tier  Covered  Transactions 


This  certificatkm  is  requiied  by  the  Department  of  Education  regulations  implementing  Executive  Order 
1 2549,  Debarment  and  Suspottion,  34  CTR  Part  85,  for  all  lower  tier  transactions  meeting  the  threshold 
and  tier  requirements  stated  at  Section  85.110. 

Instructions  lor  Ccrtificatfon 


1.  By  signing  and  submitting  this  proposaL  the 
prospe^ve  lower  tier  paitiapant Is  providing  the 
certification  set  out  bdow. 

2.  The  certification  in  this  clause  is  a  material 
representation  of  fact  upon  which  rdianoe  was  placed 
when  this  transaction  was  entered  into.  Ifitis  later 
determined  that  the  prospective  lower  tier  pertidpant 
knowingly  rendered  an  erroneous  certification,  in 
addition  to  other  remedies  available  to  the  Federal 
Government,  the  department  or  agency  with  whid> 
this  transaction  originated  may  pursue  available 
remedies,  including  suspension  and/or  ddiarment. 

3.  The  prospecdve  lower  tier  participant  shall  provide 
immediate  written  notice  to  the  penon  to  whiat  this 
proposd  is  submitted  if  at  any  tune  the  prospective 
lower  tier  participant  learns  that  its  certification  was 
erroneous  when  submitted  or  has  become  erroneous 
by  reason  of  changed  dmunstances. 

4.  The  terms  "covered  transaction,"  "ddiarred  * 
"suspended  "  "ineligible,"  "lower  tier  covered 
transaction,  "partinpant"  "person,"  "primaiy  covered 
transaction,"  "prind^l,"  proposal,"  and  "voluntarily 
excluded,"  as  used  in  this  dause,  have  the  meanings 
set  out  in  the  Definitiont  and  Coverage  sections  of 
rules  imi^ementing  Executive  Order 12549.  You  may 
contad  the  person  to  whkh  this  proposal  is  submitted 
for  assistance  in  obtaining  a  copy  ofthose  regulations. 

5.  The  proapective  lower  tier  partictoant  agrees  by 
submitting  this  proposal  that,  ahoula  the  proposed 
covered  transacnon  be  enterra  into,  it  shw  not 
knowingly  enter  into  any  losver  tier  covered 
transaction  with  a  person  who  isddwncd, 
sumended,  declared  IndigiUe,  or  voluntarily 
excluded  from  partidpation  in  this  covered 
transactiotL  unitos  authorized  by  the  department  or 
agency  with  whkh  this  tiansactxMi  otigfiutod. 


6.  The  prospective  lower  tier  partidpant  further 
agrees  by  submitting  thisproposal  that  it  trill 
indude  the  dause  tiued  "Certification  Regarding 
Debaiment,  Suspension  Ineligibility,  andT  Voluntary 
Exdu^n-Lower  Tier  Covered  Transactions," 
without  modification,  in  all  lower  tier  covered 
transactions  and  in  all  solidtations  for  lower  tier 
covoed  transactions. 

7.  A  paitidp^  in  a  covered  transaction  may  rely 
upon  a  cernneation  of  a  prospective  partidpant  in  a 
lower  tier  covered  transaction  that  it  IS  not 
ddwrred,  suspended,  indigible,  or  voluntarily 
exduded  from  the  covered  oansactkMi,  unless  it 
knows  that  the  certification  is  erroneous.  A 
partidpant  may  decide  the  method  and  frequency 
hy  which  it  detennines  the  eligibility  of  its 
prindpals.  Each  partidpant  may,  but  is  not 
requiiw  to,  check  the  Nonprocurement  List. 


8.  Nothing  contained  in 
const 


;  shall  be 
tern  of 


a  syste 

records  in  order  to  render  in  good  foith  the 
certification  required  by  this  dause.  The  knowledge 
and  information  of  a  partidpant  is  not  required  to 
exceed  that  which  is  normally  possessed  by  a 
prudent  person  in  the  ordinaiy  course  of  business 
dealings. 

9.  Except  for  transactions  authorized  under 
paragraph  5  of  these  instructions,  if  a  partidpant  in 
a  covered  transaction  knowingly  enters  intoa  lower 
titf  covered  transaction  with  a  penon  who  is 
suspended,  debarred,  ineligibte  or  voluntarily 
excluded  from  partidpation  in  this  transaction,  in 
addition  to  other  remedies  available  to  the  Federal 
Govenunent,  the  department  or  agency  with  which 
this  transaction  originated  may  punue  available 
remedies,  induding  suspension  and/or  debarment. 


CcttificaliMi 


(1) 


(2) 


The  protective  tower  tier  partidpant  certifies,  by  submisefon  of  this  proposal,  ttiat  neither  it  no 
prindpau  are  present  deoaned,  sutended,  proposed  fbr  debarment,  aedar^  ineligible,  or 
voluntehly  excluded  from  participation  in  this  transaction  by  any  Fedenl  departmentor  agenc] 

Where  the  protective  lower  tier  p^dpant  is  unaUe  to  certify  to  any  of  the  statements  in  this 
certification,  sudi  prospective  partidpant  shall  attadi  an  explanation  to  tiiis  proposal. 


Name  OF  APPLICANT 


PR/ AWARD  NUMBER  AND/OR  PROJECT  NAME 


MINTED  NAME  AND  TITLE  OF  AUTHORIZED  REPRESENTAIWE 


Ngnature 


DATC 


ED  804014, 9/90  (Replaces  (XS409  (REV.  12/88),  whkh  is  obioletd 
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DISCLOSURE  OF  LOBBYING  ACTIVITrES 

Complete  this  form  to  diidote  lobbying  activities  pursuant  to  31  U.S£.  t3S2 
(Sec  reverse  for  puoUc  burden  diadosuse.) 


Appro¥«d  Sy  OMt 
OS4S-OOM 


1.  Type  of  Federal  Acdow  | 

□  a.  contract  < 

b.  grant 

c  cooperative  agreement 
d.  ban 

c.  ban  guarantee 
f.  ban  msurartce 


4.  Name  and  Addrcu  of  Reporting  Entity: 


2.  Status  el  federal  Adbne 

□  a.  bidbffer^plication 
b.  initial  aueard 
c.  pott>a«vard 


□  Prime 


□  Subatvardee 

Tier _ ,9knomm: 


V  Report  Type 

□  a.  initial  (Bine 

b.  material  otange 
fflff  CImr^r  Onli^ 

year  quarter 

dateof  last  report _ 


5.  M  Reporting  Entity  in  Ne.  4  Is  Sobaotardrec,  Elder  Name 
and  Addrcu  of  Prime 


Congrestbnal  District  if  known: 


S.  Federal  Ocpartment/Agency. 


ressbnai  District  if  known: 


7.  federal  Program  NansePeacriptien; 


8.  Federal  Action  NuRdrer,  if  known: 


Name  and  Adtircu  of  Lobbying  Entity 

(if  mdividuil,  l*$t  name,  Arsi  name,  IMH 


CFDA  Number,  ^applicabie: 


9.  Award  Amount  if  Enosvm 

S 


b.  individuals  Petfotmine  Services  imdudmg  iddreas  if 
difitrent  from  Aw.  tOaT 
I  (last  name,  first  name,  MIk 


toitacri  CotHtnutlioK 


11.  Amount  ol  Payment  (check  all  that  apply): 

$  _  □  actud  □  planned 


12.  Form  of  Payment  (check  all  that  apply): 

□  a.  cash 

□  b.  in-kind,  specify:  nature _ 

value  _ 


13.  Type  of  Payment  (check  all  that  app/yl: 

O  a.  retairser 
D  b.  one-time  lee 

□  c.  commission 

□  d.  contingent  fee 

□  c.  deferred 

□  f.  other;  specify: 


1A  Rricf  Description  of  Sendees  Pedormed  otto  be  Performed  and  Octets)  of  Service,  bcht^ng  officerts).  ceupbyccts), 
or  Memberis)  contacted,  for  Peymsut  Indicated  b  Mem  Tl: 


IS.  Continualba  Sbeettst  SMii.*A  artadicd:  O  Yes 


14  Intomialtaii  newaMS  SVDupi  Sm  ttim  k  aMtMitMa  Sy  iMi  SI  USX. 
.acvoit  list.  eW  ekdoww  rt  taeSirina  aerMrUs  k  a  amaeal  nynaaRlBirav 
aT  tact  apav  wOvSt  aalianca  w  ytaaaa  Vy  lha  Vav  aSaaa  aOav  Wia 
vaMaeVan  «ai  auSt  ar  aManS  iMa.  IKa  kmOmum  k  m^fkn4  pHnuaM  ta 
St  USX.  tlSl  no  MaHMliaii  aU  ha  nyante  la  Ota  CaNRan  mmO 
aMMiaSr  t(ie«eihaanSiMa  mpuMic  hHyacllav.  Any  panaa  vha  Wb  W 


Oelr. 
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INSIRUaiONS  FOR  COMPLEHON  OF  SF4IU  DtSOOSURE  OF  LORRYING  ACnVITIES 

TNt  difckMUfc  fonii  <haH  tw  completed  by  the  eepoitlng  snilly,  «dielher  lubswnidee  or  prime  FMeral  recipient,  at  the 
WtUdon  or  receipt  of  e  cowered  Federal  adloii.  or  •  malaria  dtanoe  to  a  peerioue  Mne,  pumiant  to  tMe  31  U.S£. 


Wtiadon  or  receipt  of  a  cowered  Federal  acthm.  or  a  malaria  dtanpe  to  a  peerioue  Mn|,  pumiant  to  tMe  31  U.S£. 
•ection  1352.  The  fOinf  of  a  fonn  it  required  for  each  payment  or  arnlunewt  to  make  payment  to  any  lobbying  entity  for 
Mhiertcing  or  attempting  to  killuence  an  ofloer  or  empidyee  of  any  agency,  a  Menwer  of  Qwigren,  an  officer  or 
employee  of  Congren,  or  an  employee  of  a  Member  of  Coiiiren  in  connectien  %rith  a  cowered  Fedcrai  action.  Uee  the 
SF>U1-A  Contihuaion  Sheet  for  adoMonai  information  U  the  apace  on  the  form  ie  biadequae.  Complete  all  iteme  that 


information  U  the  apace  on  the  form  ia  inadequate.  Complete  all  itema  that 


apply  for  both  the  Mtiai  fRIrtg  and  material  change  report.  Referto  the  implementing  guidam  pubUahed  by  die  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  for  addMonal  biformaoon. 

1.  Identify  the  type  of  cowered  Fcderri  acdon  lor  which  lobbying  activity  ia  andtor  haa  been  aecuied  to  influence  the. 
outcome  of  a  covered  Federal  action. 

2.  Identify  the  atatua  of  the  covered  Federri  acdoru 

3.  identify  the  appropriate  daaaification  of  Ihia  report.  If  ttih  la  a  foHovwip  report  cauaed  by  a  nuterial  change  to  the 
information  previously  reported,  enter  the  year  and  quarter  in  wMch  the  change  occurred.  Enter  the  date  of  the  last 
previously  submitted  report  by  this  reporting  entity  for  this  covered  Federal  action. 

4.  Enter  the  full  name,  address,  dty,  state  and  aip  code  of  the  reporting  entity.  Include  Congreaskmai  OistricL  if 
knowm.  Check  the  appropriate  daasificatkin  of  the  reporting  entity  that  dcsignatea  if  it  is,  or  expects  to  be,  a  prime 
or  aubaward  redolent  Identify  the  tier  of  the  aubawratdee.  e^,  the  first  aubawrardee  of  the  prime  is  the  1st  tier. 
Subawrards  induce  but  are  not  limited  to  subcontracts,  subgranta  arid  contract  awards  under  grmts. 

5.  If  the  organization  filing  the  report  in  hem  4  checks  "Subawardee",  then  enter  the  full  name,  address,  dly> 
zip  code  of  the  prime  Federal  recipient  Indude  Cottgresrionai  Ohiifct  if  knowm. 

B.  Enter  the  name  of  the  Federal  ageitcy  making  the  award  or  loan  commitmerH.  Include  at  least  otte  organizatiortal 
level  below  agency  name,  U  knov^  For  example.  Department  of  Transportatkm,  United  States  Coast  Cu^. 

7.  Enter  the  Federal  program  name  or  description  for  the  covered  Federal  action  (Hem  1).  If  known,  ertter  the  full 
Catalog  of  Federal  Oorrtestic  AssistarKe  (CFDA)  number  for  grants,  cooperative  agreerrrents,  loans,  and  loan 
corrunitntents. 

t.  Enter  the  ntost  appropriate  Federal  identifyittg  mimber  availabie  for  the  Federal  action  identified  in  item  1  (e^.. 
Request  for  Proposal  (RFP)  number;  Invhation  for  Bid  OFB)  ruimber;  grant  announcement  iMjmber;  the  contract 
grant  or  loan  award  number;  the  applicatiotwproposai  control  nutidm  assigned  by  the  Federal  agetKy).  Include 
prefixes,  e^..  "RFP-OE-SiMMI." 

B.  For  a  covered  Federal  action  where  there  has  been  an  award  or  loan  commitment  by  the  Federal  agetKy,  enter  the 
Federal  amount  of  the  awardloan  corrunhnwnt  for  the  prime  entity  Mcntffied  in  Hem  4  or  S. 

10.  (alEnter  the  fuU  ttante,  address,  dty,  state  and  zip  code  of  the  lobbying  entity  engaged  by  the  reporting  erttity 
identified  in  hem  4  to  kifiuetKe  the  cowered  Federd  action. 


(blEnter  the  fuU  names  of  the  kidividuaKt)  performirrg 
Enter  Last  Name,  First  Name,  md  Middte  InHial  (Ml). 


services,  and  indude  hdl  address  H  dffierent  from  10  (a). 


11.  Enter  the  amount  of  conrpensation  paid  or  leasotrably  expected  to  be  paid  by  the  repotting  entity  (hem  4)  to  the 
lobbying  entity  (hem  10).  Indkate  whether  the  paytrterh  has  been  made  (actual)  or  wffi  be  made  (plantted).  Check 
aR  boxes  that  apply,  if  this  is  a  material  change  report  enter  die  cumulatiwe  amount  of  payment  made  or  planrted 
to  be  made. 

12.  Check  the  appropriate  boxfes).  Check  al  boxes  that  apply.  If  payment  is  made  through  an  hvkind  contribution, 
specify  the  nature  and  value  of  the  in4(ind  payment 

13.  Check  the  appropriate  box(es).  Check  al  bous  that  apply.  If  other,  specify  nature. 

14.  howide  a  specific  and  detafled  description  of  the  services  that  the  lobbyist  has  performed,  or  win  be  expected  to 
perform,  and  the  datefs)  of  any  services  rendered.  ItKkide  aH  preparatory  and  relked  activity,  not  just  time  spent  in 
actual  contact  w4th  Federal  offidalt  Identify  the  Federal  wfidaKs)  or  amployse(t)  contacted  or  ^  officeifs), 
employeets),  or  MembeKs)  of  Congress  that  were  contactecL 

15.  Check  whether  or  not  a  SF>UL*A  Continuation  Shoetfs)  Is  attachad. 

14.  The  certifying  official  shal  sign  and  date  tire  form,  print  his/her  name,  tide,  and  telephone  number. 


reporting  bunfsw  for  tiw  rnRsetiow  el  twlowinaoii  b  eiUmiSii  se ) 


►  per  rstponia.  kiciudiwg  time  for  wwwwing 


krinimnioii.  $stM  conwwntt  isgwding  the  burdsn  entwwss  or  any  etiwr  aspect  el  tills  caBscstan  el  Iwloiiwibow,  Iwdudiiig  nggritiom 
lor  le^idHg  tim  bwdan.  m  rh>  OWce  el  Mmigiiiirie  and  Pudliit  Fspsiwo*  ■■tiMCtion  Nefsn  t014»ooafcL  WwNnfton.  D.C.  20S03 
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DISCLOSURE  OF  LOBBYING  ACTIVITiES 

CONTINUATION  SHEET 


Afprovad  ty  OMt 


